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Cases Reported this Week. 


An Arbitration between Evans and the Glamorgan County 
Council, Re 

Bonacina, Re. Le Brasseur v. Bonacina ... 

Faraker, Re. Faraker v. Durell 

Luby v. Warwickshire Miners’ Association 

Pink, Re. Pink v. Pink 

Poultney, Re. Poultney v. Poultney 

Saunders and Another v. Bevan and Others 

Scott (otherwise Morgan) v. Scott 

Stait v. Fenner. McNab Third Party 

Waller and Others v. Stevenson 





Current Topics. 


The National Insurance Act. 

By virtue of section 115 of the National Insurance Act, 
1911, that Act will come into operation on the 15th inst. It might 
have been postponed by Order in Council to the Ist of January, 
1913, as regards health insurance, and to the Ist of October, 
1912, as regards unemployment insurance ; but, ae the 
doubts which have been raised as to the practicability of the 
scheme, the Government are, no doubt, well advised to put 
this to the test at once. Lord LINDLEY has thought it worth 
while to refer at sessions to the question of resistance to the 
Act, and he points out that resistance to the law of the land is 
always illegal, and must be so treated by courts of law. This 
of course is axiomatic. “ Our duty as justices is to take the Act 
and its authorized regulations as we find them, and to tr 
and understand them, and to enforce obedience to them by suc 
means as are within our statutory power.” At the same time 
he observes that, according to well-settled rules of construction, 
clear words are necessary to impose a tax or a penalty ; and in 
cases of doubtful interpretation the decision must not be in 
favour of the tax collector, but in favour of the person sought 
to be taxed. ; 


Medical Benefit. 

Ir Is, of course, too early to say whether there will, in fact, 
be serious difficulty in the administration of the Act. All that 
can be done is to watch with interest while the system is being 
got into working order. With regard to insurance as a principle 
there is no question. Disaster in many directions would super- 
vene if reliance were not placed upon it. Whether the present 
extension of insurance is likely to prove practicable should be in 
no sense a political question. The extension is embodied in 
statute law, and is primd facie beneficial, and effect, if possible, must 
be given to it. But whether this can be done depends upon the 
doctors being satisfied with the provision which may ultimately 
be made for their remuneration, One of the benefits promised 
by the Act is “medical benefit,” and this cannot given 
except by the co-operation of the doctors. We are not con- 
cerned here with the amount of remuneration. As in other cases 
this must be settled by mutual arrangement ; and it will doubtless 
be remembered that, whatever fancy fees may sometimes be 
paid to specialists as well as to advocates, the general practi- 
tioner who will supply the medical benefit is not usually a man 
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who looks too keenly after his own interests. When this 
difficulty has been overcome it will be time to consider whether 
the scheme has been put on too wide a basis. But meanwhile 
the obvious’p »licy is to endeavour to carry out the law, both on 
the part of the executive, who have to provide the medical and 
other benefits, and on the part of those who have to pay for or 
receive them, or both. In the practical working of the scheme 
much help will be afforded by efforts such as are being made by 
the Prudential Assurance Company, to extend the area of 
approved societies to domestic servants and others who have not 
hitherto been within the scope of friendly society insurance. 


The Abolition of Revising Barristers. 


THREATENED MEN live long, and it is quite possible that 
revising barristers have still a long and useful career before 
them ; but in case the passing of the Franchise Bill should lead 
to the abolition of their office, it is interesting to note the observa- 
tion of Mr. Harcourt, in the recent debate on the Bill, that 
employment might be found for them in other capacities. No 
doubt this is a matter of which the Bar Council will take due 
care, for though the appointment is, we believe, in form an 
annual one, there is no doubt that it creates a reasonable 
expect ition of continuance, and it would be quite opposed to the 
recognized policy of Perliament to deprive a large class of public 
servants of office without making adequate provision for them. 


Lincoln’s Inn and its Treasures. 


WE ARE glad to call attention to an interesting article on 
“ Lincoln’s Inn and its Treasures,” which appears in the current 
number of The Connoisseur, and is profusely illustrated. The 
history of the inn is shortly traced from its establishment about 
1400, in the houee built by the Bishop of Chester, fronting on 
what was at first New Street, and afterwards Chancery Lane. 
“The domain, if not so large as the present inn, was extensive ; it 
included one, if not two, chapels, and several dwellings ; later 
on a garden and a coney garth or rabbit warren belonging 
to the Hospital of Burton Lazars were added.” ‘The 
coney garth was apparently in New Square, and it is 
interesting to picture the “apprentice” of Plowden’s reports 
varying the strain of argument with the chasing of 
ground game. The Bishop’s palace has long disappeared, and 
in its place have arisen from time to time buildings which 
now form one of the most interesting features of the metropolis. 
Excellent illustrations are given in the article of the gateway in 
Chancery-lane, the cloisters under the chapel, and the great hall. 
And the selection from the numerous pictures and portraits in 
the possession of the inn includes a reproduction of HoGartu’s 
“Paul before Felix,” of GainsporouGcn’s Sir John Skinner, 
Reynowps’ Francis Hargrave, LAwrencr’s Lord Erskine, of 
portraits of Lord Macnaghten, the Prime Minister, and the present 
Lord Chancellor, and of the bust of William Pitt. - The article 
includes also representations of many antiquities and articles of 
plate. Both for the illustrations and the accompanying letter- 
press it is of special interest. 


Disclosure of Proceedings ia camera. 

MvucH PUBLIC, as well as professional, interest has been 
aroused by the decision of the Court of Appeal in Scott vy. 
Scolt (reported elsewhere), which raised a question of novelty 
and importance. Mr. Justice BARGRAVE DEANE, sitting in the 
Divorce Court, made an order last year directing that this 
suit should be tried in camerd; as it was an action praying 
for a decree of nullity cf marriage on physical grounds, such 
order was in accordance with the habitual modern practice. 
The official shorthand writer took a note of the hearing in 
camerd, and transcripts of his note were sent by the petitioner 
and her solicitor tc three persons, two of whom were relatives 
of the respondent. The latter moved to commit both the 
petitioner and her solicitor for an alleged breach of the order 
directing a trial in camerd; the breach consisting in publishing 
to persons, neither parties to the suit nor legal advisers of any 
party to the suit, a note of the im camerd proceedings ; 
Mr. Justice BARGRAVE DEANE found that the publication did 





accepted the apologies of the persons in contempt, and merely 
made an order that they should pay the costs of the motion, 
Upon appeal from this order by the petitioner, the preliminary 
objection was taken, on behalf of the respondent, that the order 
was made “in a criminal cause or matter,” and that, therefore, 
under section 47 of the Judicature Act, 1873, no appeal would 
lie from the order of the judge. Three judges of the Court of 
Appeal heard the appeal in the first instance, but, recognizing 
the great importance of the question, adjourned the hearing, in 
order that the objection might be re-argued before the full court. 


**Criminal Matter.” 

THAT CoURT has just upheld the objection, and dismissed 
the appeal by a majority of four judges to two. The 
reasons for the decision of the majority are set out concisely 
and clearly in an extremely interesting judgment delivered 
by the Master of the Rolls, and are briefly these. When 
contempt of court takes the form, not of some substantive 
attempt to pervert the course of justice orto outrage the 
dignity of the court by scandalous conduct, but merely of 
disobedience to an order of the court, then the following test 
must be applied in order to decide whether the contempt 
is a “civil” ora “criminal” matter. Is the order which has 
been disobeyed an order intended to assist some party to the suit 
and by way of a civil remedy in his behalf, or is it intended, in 
the public interest, as a means of maintaining public decency ? 
In the former case breach of the order is a mere infringement of 
the civil rights of the party at whose instance the order was made. 
In the latter case the breach is an injury to the public, and there- 
fore “criminal” in character. Now, in order to apply this test 
to the case before the court, it was necessary to ascertain the 
object with which the court makes orders directing a trial in 
camera, and this the Master of the Rolls elucidated by an 
interesting review of the history of such orders. Prior to 1858 
the Ecclesiastical Couris tried nullity cases in camerd; this 
practice was adopted by the Divorce Court created in that 
year, and extended to cases of dissolution of marriage 
when there were grounds of decency sufficient to make this 
course desirable: D. v. D, (1903, P. 144). A parallel juris- 
diction had long been exercised by the Court of Chancery in the 
case of lunatics and wards whose interests would be jeopardized 
by publicity; and in Malan v. Young (6 T. L. K. 38) Mr. 
Justice DENMAN held that he was entitled to make a similar 
order in a King’s Bench case on grounds of decency. It is clear, 
from the authorities, that the order is not made because one or 
both parties desire it or in their interest, but because the court, 
as guardian of public morals, considers such an order desirable. 
Having established, by this line of historical investigation, the 
proposition that in camerd orders are made in the public wnterest, so 
2s to make a breach of them a criminal cause or matter, the court 
of necessity held that it could not inquire into the question as 
to whether or not subsequent disclosure of the trial proceedings 
was a breach of the order, in as much as its jurisdiction is 
ousted. 


Threat or Warning? 


AN INTERESTING sidelight on the limitations of the Trade 
Disputes Act, 1906, came before the Divisional Court last week in 
Sanken v. Busnach and Others (Times, July 4th). The plaintitf 
had been a cigar maker in the employment of an Kast End firm, 
and the defendants were her fellow-employees. She sued them 
in the Whitechapel County Court for damages and an injunction 
based on the allegation that they had procured her dismissal b 

threatening to strike unless her employer dismissed her. it 
seems that the plaintiff belonged to one trade union and the 
defendants to a rival union ; they asked her employer to dismiss 
her unless she joined their union, and threatened to strike 
unless he did so. To avert this danger, the employer dismissed 
the plaintiff. Now, had the defendants been a trade union or 
its officials, no action in tort could have been brought against 
them (Trade Disputes Act, 1906, section 4 (1)). Again, an 
action based on “ conspiracy” could not be brought against the 
defendants, since section 1 of that statute expressly provides 
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more persons in contemplation or furtherance of a trade 
dispute is to be actionable unless it would have been 
tortious when committed by one person. Nor could 
a ground of action be found in an alleged “ ufflawful interference 
with a — trade, business, or employment” (Quinn v. Leathem, 
1901, A. C. 495), since section 3 negatives any proceedings based 
on that ground. It is, therefore, not surprising that the county 
court judge non-suited the plaintiff. But the Divisional Court, 
on appeal, found a possible ground of action for the plaintiff, and 
sent back the case to be re-heard. The view they took was that 
the conduct of the defendants might amount in law to a 
“threat” or malicious interference with a fellow-employee, and 
if so was not protected by the possibility of a trade dispute 
resulting from it: Conway v. Wade (1909, A. C. 506, at p. 510). 
The question as to whether the actual conduct of the defendants 
was a “ threat,” or merely “‘a warning” to the employer that 
his action in employing plaintiff might lead to trouble, is, of 
course, one of fact for the county court judge to decide. 


Sale by Broker of His Own Shares to Client. 


Ir 1s well-established that an agent cannot at his own pleasure 
cease to act as agent, and, without informing his principal, deal 
with him on the footing that he is himself a principal ; this 
places him in a position in which his duty is in conflict with his 
interest, and is opposed to the principle on which the relation of 
— and agent is tendo Consequently, if an agent has 

mn employed to purchase property, he cannot sell his own 

perty to his principal without full disclosure of the nature of 
is interest. This rule was applied to Stock Exchange trans- 
actions by a Divisional Court (WricHTt and CoLtins, JJ.), in 
Skelton v. Wood (71 L. T. 616), and again by Romer, J., in Te 
Wreford, Carmichael v. Rudking (13 T. L. R. 153). In the latter 
case, the learned judge pointed out that the mere substitution 
on the contract note of the words “sold to” in place of “ bought 
for” was not sufficient to give notice of the change of relation 
and validate the transaction. The same view has now been 
taken by the Court of Appeal in Mutschler v. Ellis (Times, 5th 
ipst.), where the defendant, having ‘been instructed as broker to 
buy shares for the plaintiff, sold his own shares. Bray, J., held 
at the trial that the parties had, in fact, dealt with one another 
as principals, and that the transaction was good ; but in the Court 
of Appeal it was considered there was no evidence to justify the 
result. It is the duty of the broker to make it perfectly plain 
tothe person employing him that he declines to act as broker, 
and is only acting as principal. When he has done this, and not 
before, be can complete the matter by the sale of his own shares, 
provided that the guondam principal then chooses to buy. 


The Legality of a Trade Union. 


In Gaskell v. Lancashire and Cheshire Miners’ Federation (Times, 
July 6th), the Court of Appeal incidentally decided that a duly 
registered trade union does not cease to be such, and thereby 
become disentitled to the privileges conferred by the Trade 
Disputes Act, 1906, merely because one of its rules provides for 
the maintenance of a member of Parliament—an object declared 
illegal in the celebrated Osborne Case (1910, A. C. 87). Section 
13 (1) of the Trade Union Act, 1871, provides for the registration 
of trade unions upon application to the Registrar of Friendly 
Societies ; and section 13 (2) enacts that, before registering the 
society, that official is to satisfy himself that it has complied with 
the requirements of the statute. There are no decisions as to 
the precise scope and limits of the registrar’s discretion in the 
registration of or refusal to register an applicant, but three recent 
cases decided under the Comprnies Acts afford a useful 
analogy. In McGlade v. Royal London Mutual Insurance, Limited 
(1910, 2 Ch. 169), a friendly society got itself incorporated as 
& joint-stock company with powers which were alleged to be 
ultra vires of it in its former status of a friendly society ; the 
Court of Appeal refused to look behind the memorandum as 
registered, and to'restrain the newly registered company from exer- 
cising the powers it contained. Lord Justice BUCKLEY and the 
Master of the Ko!ls, however, expressed doubts as to how far the 
cettificate of the registrar was conclusive evidence that the com- 
pany had been validly constituted ; and next year, iu British Glass 








Bottle Manufacturers v. Nettlefold (1911, 27° T.° L. R. 527), 
Mr. Justice HAMILTON refused to treat such a certificate as 
conclusive. Finally, last month, in Rex v. Registrar of Companies 
(1912, 28 T. L. R. 457), the Divisional Court held that the 
registrar has a discretion to refuse registration to a company 
wben he considers that its name is calculated to deceive the 
public. Upon the analogy of those decisions, it would seem 
that the Registrar of Friendly Societies could refuse to register 
a new trade union when its rules infringe the law. 


The Doctrine of Unseaworthiness, 

It Is a trite doctrine of commercial law that in a contract of 
affreightment or marine insurance, the shipowner impliedly 
warrants that his ship is “seaworthy,” and that this imp'ied 
warranty is a condition precedent which he must perform before 
he is entitled to enforce the contract. Even if he has secured 
the insertion of “exceptions” whizh exempt him from liability 
for defects in the fittings and equipment of his vessel, such excep- 
tions are of no avail whatever if the ship was, in fact, “ unsea- 
worthy ” when she sailed ; for the ordinary exceptions in a bill 
of lading do not apply until the voyage has actually commenced : 
Steel v. State Line SS, Co. (3 App. Cas. 72) and The Glenfruin 
(10 P. D. 103). Of course, a shipowner may stipulate in so many 
words that he is not to be liable for providing an unseaworthy 
ship—if he can find anyone who is willing to accept a contract 
in such terms; but in the absence of an express stipulation no 
words of exception, however wide, will be construed in such a 
sense: Maori King v. Hughes (1895, 2 Q. B. 550). Now, “ sea- 
worthiness” is a term of art; it means much more than to the 
layman it at first appears to do. What in substance it does 
mean is that “the ship shall be in a fit state as to repairs, equip- 
ment,and crew, and in all other respects, to encounter the ordinary 
perils of the voyage insured at the time of sailing upon it” 
(per Baron Parkk, delivering the judgment in Dizon v. Sadler, 
5 M. and W. 414). Whena ship is to carry cattle, insufficient 
ventilation, or insufficiency of men to attend to the cattle, is a 
breach of the warranty: Sleigh v. Tyser (1900, 2 Q. B. 333). It 
has been well said by the late Sir WiLLIAM HENN COLLINS 
(The Vortigern, 1899, P., p. 159) that “the warranty of seaworthi- 
ness has always been relative; though absolute when it attaches, 
its precise extent and limitations are relative, and vary according 
to the standard which the parties must have been supposed to 
contemplate as applicable to the adventure.” An interesting 
illustration, both of the “extent ” and of the “ limitations” of the 
warranty—to use the apt language of Sir WILLIAM HENN 
CoLLins — is afforded by the recent case of Virginia Chemical 
Co. v. Norfolk, &c., S.S. Co. (Times, July 3rd). Toe plaintiffs had 
shipped 8,986 bags of sulphate of ammonia on board the defend- 
ants’ steamship ; they were destroyed by a fire which (it was 
alleged) was caused by the leakage of paraffin oil carried on 
board ship through a defect in the tap-cocks of the oil-tanks. 
The defendants were protected under their bill of lading 
against negligence not occurring through any actual privity of 
their own, and consequently they were not liable to the plaintiffs 
unless the ship was unseaworthy when she left port. Mr. Justice 
HAMILTON, who tried the case, held that it was unreasonable to 
expect the shipowner to discover and remedy every trivial defect 
in his equipment before the ship left port; he was justified in 
expecting that such a little defect, if it arose during the voyage, 
would be at once detected and remedied by the crew. He held, 
accordingly, that there had been no breach of the warranty of 
seaworthiness, and found for the defendants. 


Admissions by Deceased Workman in Claim for 
Compensation by his Dependants, 

IN THE case of Tucker v. Oldbury District Council (1912, 2 K. B. 
317), a claim for compensation by the dependants of a deceased 
workman under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, the 
Court of Appeal es a decision of more than ordinary interest 
upon the admissibility of evidence. The facts, stated shortly, 
were that the deceased was in the employment of the appellants 
as a blacksmith, and the evidence in support of the claim was 
that in the course of his employment a foreign body, such as a 
piece of eteel or iron, was driven under his thumbnail, causin 
septic poisoning, which resulted in his death, At the hearing o 
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the application in the county court the employers called their 
manager, who deposed that after the date of the alleged injury 
he saw the deceased with his thumb wrapped up and asked him 
what was the matter. The manager was then asked what reply 
the deceased had given. This question was objeeted to, and 
was disallowed by the judge, who found that the death of the 
deceased was caused by an accident within the meaning of the 
Act, and awarded compensation. The court, on the hearing of 
the appeal, were informed that the statement of the deceased 
was to the effect that he had a whitlow on his thumb, and that 
he had not had an accident. Was the judge right in refusing to 
receive this statement? The Court of Appeal held that he was. 
By the First Schedule to the Act (1) (a) the amount of com- 
pensation under the Act shall be, where death results from the 
injury, (i) if the workman leaves any dependants wholly 
dependent upon his earnings (an amount according to a pre- 
scribed scale). The court took the ground that the applicants 
had, as dependants, a direct statutory right againsi the employers ; 
that the , sone workman was not a party to the litigation, 
nor did they derive their title to compensation by derivation from 
him. We have the greatest respect for the decision of the court, 
but their reasons for rejecting the admission of the deceased 
— to us to be unsatisfactory. There can be no doubt that 
it the deceased had survived and had made a claim for compensa- 
tion, the statement which he made as to the nature of his injury 
would have been admissible in opposition to the claim, as being 
a statement against the interest of the person making it, the 
truth of which might therefore be presumed. And it has been 
held, in several cases, that the rule is the same where the 
admission was made by anyone who was privy in law to the 
party to the proceeding, as in the case of the assignee of a bond 
who sues the obligor in the name of the obligee. In that case an 
admission by the obligee was admitted, for he was to be con- 
sidered as if he were really the plaintiff. It may be argued that 
the deceased was not the predecessor in title of his dependants, 
inasmuch as the compensation recoverable by them could not, if 
he had survived, have been recovered by him. But the injury, 
with regard to which the admission was made, was an essential 
part of their title. It was, in fact, the basis of their claim. It 
tended to qualify any claim by the deceased in respect of his 
injury, and the dependants might be considered as taking the 
title so qualified. Their claim was in respect of the same injury, 
and only different with regard to the amount of damages. 


The Speeches of Italian Advocates. 


A TRIAL at the Assize Court of Viterbo in Italy, in which 
certain members of a secret society called “The Camorra” were 
convicted of murder, has just been concluded. Every step in the 
SS was protracted in a manner wholly unfamiliar to 
inglish practitioners, and it is stated that the speech of one of 
the advocates for the defence lasted four weeks, and was even 
then only interrupted by accident. One of the longest, if not the 
longest, speech ever made in an English court of justice was that 
made by the late Lord CoLerinGE, then Attorney-General, in the 
Tichborne case in 1872. It commenced on the 15th of January, 
and terminated on the 16th of February. Opinions were, we 
believe, not quite unanimous as to the power and eloquence of 
this celebrated oration, but the best proof of its efficiency is to 
be found in the fact that the jury stopped the case a few days 
after the Attorney-General sat down. 


Sale of Salvage Goods. 


WE ARE informed that articles of personal luggage are now 
offered for sale in shops as being salvage from the steamer 
Delhi, which was recently wrecked on the coast of Morocco. 
We presume that any purchaser will require and obtain satis- 
mene Fong of the title to such goods, but we bave no precise 
knowledge of the nature of such title. The procedure in salvage 
cases is regulated by the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, and by 
section 552, the receiver of the district where the property is, in 
ve ee of which the salvage claim is made, may detain the vessel 
and the cargo and apparel until payment is made for salvage, and 


in certain circumstances may sell any detained property, if the 


is detained are aware of the detention. A statutory title is 
therefore conferred upon any person purchasing the goods, and 
questions under th® law merchant or the Sale of Goods Act, 1893, 
can hardly arise. 


The Late W. M. Fawcett. 


WE referred bricfly last week to the death of WILLA 
MitTcHELL Fawcett, but bis long connection with this journal 
and the position which he obtained as a conveyancer entitle 
him to fuller notice. His family name is well known, especially 
in the North of England, and came probably from the West- 
moreland dales. His great-grandfather, Dr. JOHN FAWCETT, was 
an eminent Baptist minister, and had charges at Halifax and 
Hebden Bridge from 1765 for some fifty years. He combined 
with his ministerial duties the carrying on of a school at 
Brearley Hall, and afterwards at Ewood Hall, near Halifax, 
which bad aconsiderable reputation. Some of his hymns are still 
in frequent use, and of his writings—he was a prolific author— 
an “Essay on Anger,” it is said, so impressed Grorce III. 
that he wished to reward it with ecclesiastical preferment. 
Under the circumstances, this was impossible, and Dr. Fawcett 
obtained instead the remission of the death sentence on a man 
in whom he was interested. His entry into the ministry was 
decided on under the influence of WHITEFIELD, and his 
earnestness of purpose in the cause of religion and education 
gave him a high place in the latter half of the 18th century, 
a period which did so much to raise the spiritual condition of 
the people. In 1904 a mural tablet to his memory was placed 
in the ;Wainsgate Chapel, at Halifax, by his descendants, and 
the late W. M. Fawcett performed the ceremony of unveiling 
it, and delivered an address, in which he dwelt on h‘s ancestor's 
spiritual fervour, and the far-reaching results of his life and 
work. 

Dr. FAWCETT was succeeded in the school by his son JOHN 
Fawcett. The second son of the latter, WILLIAM Fawcett 
entered the ministry, but did not undertake any continuous 
charge. WILLIAM MITCHELL FAWCETT, bis only son, was born at 
Sutton in Yorkshire, in 1839. He moved soon afterwards to 
Halifax, and subsequently, while bis son was still young, to Croshy 
Garrett in Westmorelant. He took occasional ministerial work, 
and died at Florence in 1874. 

WituiAm Mitcue.t Fawcett’s immediate ancestors were all 
men of scholarship and culture, and he inherited their wbility. He 
was educated privately, and then went tothe Edinburgh Academy, 
afterwards entering Edinburgh University, but he was prevented 
by illnéss from taking bis degree. The lungs were seriously 
affected, and he owed his life to the skill of an Edinburgh doctor, 
who anticipated the open-air treatment of a later date. ‘'o out- 
side observers this did not leave any after-trace, and he appeared 
throughout his long life to be healthy and vigorous; but 
probably it determined him, when he went to the bar, to adopt 
conveyancing rather than court work for his practice, and it 
remained the dormant cause of his sudden death. 

In 1859, when only twenty years old, he entered as a st dent 
at Lincoln’s Inn, and was called to the bar in 1862, gaining 4 
certificate of honour at the bar examination. In 1870 he pub- 
lished an excellently written treatise on the law of landlord and 
tenant, and he became lecturer on that subject at the Cirencester 
Agricultural College. But before many years of professional life 
had passed he had acquired a considerable may tay ot | practice, 
and when, in 1872, he became editor of this journal he had found 
in these two occupations the work of his life. His practice and 
his editorial work absorbed him to such an extent tbat though, 
with the assistance of the late H. W. CHALLIs, he collected 
voluminous notes for a new edition of “Landlord and Tenant, 
the publication of this was deferred till 1900, and then the task of 
revision had to be entrusted to other. hands. It was published 
ag in 1905, the editor this time being Mr. Rawuins, K.C. 

e became a member of the Conveyancers’ [nstitute in 1898, but 
resigned last year. 

The distinguishing feature of Fawcett’s work on this journal 
was his desire to serve the interests of the profession, and to 
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part of his editorship the question of land transfer was a topic 
of burning interest, and he steadily maintained the policy of 
private as opposed to official conveyancing. His own intimate 
knowledge of the practice of conveyancing made him well aware 
of the difficulties which, at any rate for the present, make the 
advantages of the old system outweigh the theoretical benefits 
which are claimed by its advocates for the new system. And in 
other directions he was a stedfast supporter of individual as 

posed to official management of business and private affairs. 
He was also very successful in securing contributions on con- 
veyancing matters from some of the leading conveyancers and 
lawyers of the day ; and we are justified in saying that, while 
other oy of law were not neglected, these columns 
have, under his management, contained many articles of special 
utility in conveyancing, and in the study of the law of property. 

But while this journal profited by his labours, his editorial 
duties were, after all, only asmall portion of his work. His main 
interest centred in his practice, and in this he attained, with those 
who knew him, a great reputation for the soundness of his judg 
ment, the excellence of his drafts, and his painstaking attention 
to detail. As we have said, he p eee himself entirely to 
chamber practice, though when he had to advise as to the 
appropriate proceedings in court, his advice could usually be 
relied on to be right. Thus, in the proceedings which resulted 
in Re Bracken (1903, 1 Ch. 265), on the exchange of easements, 
under the Settled Land Acts, the view which he suggested for 
submission to the court was adopted by SWINFEN Eapry, J. ; and 
in chambers his opinions were quoted and were recognized as 
those of a lawyer entitled to speak with authority. 

In the main, however, the work of a conveyancer is known 
only to his immediate clients, and to those whose assistance he 
invokes ; probably there is no work, involving equal intellect- 
ual ability and responsibility, which is so entirely devoid of 
notoriety. To prepare a draft for FAwcerr, and then to go 
through it with him, was a means of attaining a rare insight into 
the conveyancer’s art. He moved with the times, and was 


‘alive to the improvements which have taken place in con- 


veyancing in recent years. These he was ever ready to adopt, 
but, save for some good reason, he was unwilling to depart from 
the accepted forms, recognizing how much their consistent use 
facilitates the work of other practitioners. He was indefatigable 
in mastering every detail, and spared no effort to send out the 
draft as a finished and harmonious whole. In a heavy case 
the lapse of time was nothing to him until this object had 
been accomplished, but he was generously appreciative of 
suggestions made to him. He had great experience in mining 
leases, and in the formation of companies, and in ordinary 
conveyancing work h's practice was very extensive. His clients 
knew that they could rely implicitly on his work being well 
done. We remember one of them speaking of him enthusiasti- 
cally as “a beautiful conveyancer.” And in advising he 
displayed the same attention to detail, added to the most 
exhaustive examination of the authorities. In these later days 
new and complicated problems have arisen for the lawyer in 
advising on death duties—problems requiring no slight power 
of dealing with figures and valuations, and these were solved 
by him as readily as the more ordinary difficulties of 
conveyancing. FAWCETT gave to all his work the powers of 
an exceptionally acute and vigorous mind. The work was to 
him of absorbing interest, and the results he achieved were 
commensurate with his interest in it. 

He married, in 1865, Miss ALIcE R. LAMBERT, of Crosby Garrett, 
Westmoreland. He had two children, a son and a daughter. 
The loss of the son, BRACEWELL Fawcett, in 1881, at the age 
of fourteen years, was a permanent grief. His wife died four 
years ago, and since then he had come to rely entirely upon bis 
daughter. The weakness of the heart to which he finally 
succumbed was well recognized, and his work lately was done 
under circumstances of great difficulty. But he declined to give 
up, and the end came in the common room at Lincoln’s Inn on 
the afternoon of Thursday of last week. Courteous in manner 
and pleasing in conversation, he was well fitted for society. The 
claims of work, however, were too insistent, and of recent vears 
had left opportunity for little else. But in his long connection 





with this journal and in his practice he had made numerous 
friends, some dating back to far distant days, and these 
learned to appreciate him at his true worth. He shrank 
from all form of self-advertisement, and he was fond of saying 
that good work always finds its own reward, His words fitly 
describe the principle of his life. 








Reviews. 


Perusing Titles. 


Notes oN PerusinG TITLEs. CONTAINING PRACTICAL OBSERVATIONS 
ON THE Pornts Most FREQUENTLY ARISING ON A PERUSAL OF 
TiTLes To REAL AND LEASEHOLD Property. AND AN EPITroME 
oF THE Norges ARRANGED BY Way or Reminpers. By Lewis 
E. Emmet, Solicitor. SrixtaH Eprrion. The Solicitors’ Law 
Stationery Society (Limited). 

This book, the author states, was originally designed as a practical 
book by a solicitor in practice for other solicitors in practice. The 
appearance of a sixth edition shews that the design has been attended 
with success, and the text has now been re-considered and revised 
throughout, upwards of 500 additional cases have b2en incorporated, 
and the date of the reports of cases has been added to the table of 
cases. This is a variation of the more usual plan of adding the date 
to the reference in the text. The book commences with a discussion 
of the contract and the abstract of title, and then proceeds to 
examine the various parts of a deed. This disposes of the more 
general questions which arise in advising on title. Succeeding 
chapters deal with the a questions arising on wills, 
trust instruments, and voluntary conveyances, and in respect of 
copyholds ; and there is a useful chapter on death duties, The sec 
tion on voluntary conveyances Ber summarizes the protection 
which is conferred on a purchaser against the invalidity of a set- 
tlement under 13 Eliz. c. 5 and s. 47 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, 
with references to Halifax Banking Co., v. Gledhill (1891, 1 Ch. 31), 
as to the former statute, and to Re Carter & Kenderdine (1897, 1 
Ch. 776), as to the latter. To this must now be added Re Hart 
(p. 615, ante), in which the doctrine of Re Carter & Ken- 
derdine was extended. The chapters on registration of deeds and on 
stamps contain much useful information, and we note with interest, 
but with some doubt, the author’s statement (p. 183) that the 
authorities take a liberal view of the decision in Firth & Sons vy. 
Inland Revenue Commissioners (1904, 2 K. B, 205), relating to the 
exemption from ad valorem stamp duty of receipts on equitable 
mortgages. The contents of the book are summarized at the end in a 
series of “reminders,” with references to the earlier pages. The 
work will be of material assistance in perusing abstracts and advising 
on title, but it would be a convenience if the Law Reports references 
were uniformly inserted. In Re Carter & Kenderdine (supra), for 
instance, this is not done. 








Correspondence. 


The Public Trustee. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal-and Weekly Reporter.} 


Sir,—I am sure you are doing good service by inviting correspond- 
ence concerning this phase of officialdom. 

I would caution the profession and the people of this country not 
to place their affairs in his hands. If, in my professional capacity, I 
were to conduct my business towards my clients and myself in the 
way the Public Trustee in his official capacity is doing, I should be 
rightly struck off the Rolls, and possibly find myself in a very 
awkward position. The office was ereated and made a department 
of the State so that the community might feel assured that, by 
appointing the Public Trustee as a custodian of their affairs and 
estates, their wishes would be honestly and faithfully carried out 
without delay or embarrassment, for, being a public servant, it is 
assumed he has a duty to perform, not only to those who appoint him, 
but to those who are supposed to benefit under his appointment. 

He has been advertising his office up and down the country, and if 
by the public-spiritedness of your journal he is given 4 little extra 
advertisement, the British public may be saved from being snared. 
It is far better for thinking and cautious people to appoint their 
bankers or some insurance company, if they have no personal friends 
on whom they can rely, to carry out their trust and intentions. In 
this way the people have a better chance of getting justice between 
theinselves, for experience shews that officialdom will be supported 
in our courts against individual rights. 

J. Brockett SORRELL, Jr. 

3, Fenchurch-buildings, E.C., July 6. 
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Railway Co. (L. R. 2 Ch. 201), and therefore that the court had powe;, 
House of Lords. on the application of holders of debenture stock, to order a sale of 


. 25th J the property and undertaking. 
WALLER AND OTHERS ». STEVENSON. 8th May; 25th June. Decicon of Coast of Aggenl, coperted oul uum, Bou: ©. Crystal Palace 
Portions—WuetHeR Son wHO ATTAINED TWENTY-ONE AND PRE-| Co. (55 Soxicrrors’ Journal, 348; 27 7’. L. R. 305), affirmed. 
DECEASED PARENTS ENTITLED TO SHARE-—PRESUMPTION THAT SHARES 


Vestep at TWENTY-ONE—CONSTRUCTION. 














Appeal by holders of second debenture stock against an order of the 
Court of Appeal (reported sub nom. Re the Crystal Palace Co., Fox vy. 
the Company, 55 Soricrrors’ JouRNAL, 348; T. L. R. 35). The 
ground of the appeal was that the undertaking of the company was 
in the nature of a public undertaking in which the public had an 
interest, and could not be sold at the instance of persons entitled to 
a charge on the undertaking. Swinfen Eady, J., came to the con 
clusion that the company was an ordinary commercial undertaking, in 


A clause in a will provided for the date at which the interest should 
vest in the case of sons, namely twenty-one. It then provided for the 
date of the vesting in the case of daughters, namely twenty-one or 
marriage. These two provisions were in a continuous sentence, and at 
the end of the words dealing with the case of daughters came the fol- 
lowing passage, “‘if the same reapectively shall happen after the death 
of H. L. BP. (the father), but if the same should happen in his life- | which the public had no rights or interests, and as there was a charge 
time, then immediately after his death.”’ The respondent, as mortgagee | on the property as well as the undertaking itself, it was a case in 
of H. EB. L. P.’s one-third share of a portion of £6,000, claimed to | which the court could order a sale, and he made the order for sale 
have a sum of £2,000 raised, notwithstanding that H. BE. L. P. had | as asked. The Court of Appeal affirmed that decision. Without hear 
died in the lifetime of his father, H. L. P. | ing counsel for the respondents, 

Held, that according to the canon of construction it had been the Lord Hatssury said there were reasons why the judgment of this 
practice to construe a deed providing ee as vesting the portions | House should not be delayed ; although there were some reasons why 
h 
| 


at twenty-one, or, in the case of daughters’ marriage, unless the deed | it should not be given at once. He’ had read the judgments ct 
throughout all its provisions clearly treated the vesting as contingent | Swinfen Eady, J., and of the Lords Justices in the Court of Appeal, 
on the portioner surviving the parent, and therefore the one-third share | and he was of opinion that this appeal from those judgments was 
of the portions sum became vested in H. E. L. P. on his attaining the | absolutely unarguable. Having formed that opinion, he did not think 
age of twenty-one, and was not contingent om his surviving his father, | it was his duty to go into the cases which had been cited and the 
B. &. P. courts below had followed, and which their lordships were now asked 

The question raised by this appeal was whether, on the construction to hold did not apply al the present case. In his ee the 
ef two indenteres, dated the fed of June, 1857, and the ist of | appeal should be dismissed, and he moved their lordships accordingly. 
January, 1885, one-third share of the portions sum of £6,000 charged | nace ‘a a - Ng ig tees a Te 
on the Llangan Estate by the firet indenture became vested in Henry | Cot ‘eras or the ve jet 5, D I: aaa mex You — - 
E. L. Puxley on his attaining the age of twenty-one years, or whether yd for = sp es —— a i — or he K.( “9 
the same was contingent on his surviving his father, Henry Lavallin yd < - z ~ desley Jones. Sorscrrors, Dale & Co. ; Janson, Cobb, 
Puxley. The Court of Appeal (Kennedy, L.J., dissentiente), affirm Bip Beinn” : 
ing the judgment of Parker, J., held that upon the true construction (Reported ty Susame Bem, Sascisteret-Len.] 
of the first indenture one-third share of the portions sum became 
vested in the son on his attaining the age of twenty-one years, and was 
not contingent on his surviving his father. 

Tue House took time for consideration. 

Lord Loresurn’s judgment, which was read by Lord AsHBourne, 
after stating the facts, was as follows : The clause in the will provided 





Court of Appeal. 


SCOTT (OTHERWISE MORGAN) v. SCOTT. No.1. 6th July. 


for the date at which the interest should vest in the case of sons— | Nutirry—Heartnc ix CameRA—Pvusiication—ContTempt—ComMiTTaL 
namely, the age of twenty-one. It then provided for the date of the ApreaL—Jupicature Act, 1873, s. 47—Criminat Cause orn MATTER. 
vesting in the case of daughters—namely, twenty-one or marriage. | Held by Cozens-Hardy, M.R., and Farwell, Buckley, and Kennedy 


“ss two pe = a a sentence, and at bay As L.JJ. (dise. Vaughan Williams and Fletcher Moulton, L.JJ.), that 1 

we “folle — he he sae tgp ea a © —— ” tt ' | is a contempt of court to communicate to any person anything which 

ran a6 rouows : if the a respectively shall happen after the | rapes place at the trial of a suit in camera. 

death of Henry Lavallin Puxley (the father), and if the same shall : , ‘ , , 
1 : Held also, that e motion to commit for such contempt is a criminal 


happen respectively during his life, then immediately after his death.”’ . 
Now, if this passage applied to the preceding provision for the care | ©@¥%¢ 07 matter yor rs the meaning of section 47 of the ae ene Act, 
of sons, as well as to the preceding provision for the care of daughtere, | 7a and is not subject to appeal save for error apnarent on the face 
then the difficulty would arise which was overcome by the Court of | ?/ *“@ "eCore. , ’ 

Per Buckley, L.J., proceedings in chambers are not on the same foot- 


Appeal only by invoking and applying the canon of construction that | . : : p 
this interest vested, there being no contrary express intention at the | ing as proceedifgs in camera, and are not subject to the same obligation 


age of twenty-one. But if the passage cited had reference only to the | °/ *¢crecy. 

case of daughters, then the plain and unequivocal declaration that a | Appeal from an order of Bargrave Deane, J. (reported ante, p. 202, 
son's interest shall vest at twenty-one is unqualified, and muet pre- | and 1912, p. 4). In a suit by a wife for nullity of marriage an order 
vail. In that event, indeed, the construction was such that it accords | was made for the medical examination of the parties, and it was further 
of itself with the canon. He thought the true grammatical view of | directed that the suit should be heard in camerd. The petitioner 
this clause was that the provision for the case of sons was unqualified, | attended for inspection in pursuance of the order, and was reported tc 
and the provision at the end related only to the provision for the | pe virgo intacta; the husband did not attend, but obtained leave to 
care of daughters. There was nothing inconvenient or unreasonable in | withdraw his answer, and at the hearing before the president a decree 
such an interpretation, and nothing in the other clauses of the settle- | of nullity wae pronounced on the ground of his impotence. Acting on 
ment which was either inconsietent with or repugnant to it. It might | the instructions of the petitioner, her solicitor then caused three 
be enough to eay that the canon of construction would incline the court transcripts of the shorthand notes taken at the hearing to be made, 
to such a construction, even if it were not upon the face of it the | and sent two of them to members of the petitioner’s family and the 
preferable meaning of the language used; for, at all events, it was a| third to the respondent’s father. It was alleged that the publication of 
construction quite open to this meaning. But it was not neceseary in| the proceedings in camerd was a contempt of court, and a motion was 
this case. This point of view was not dealt with in any of the judg- | made on behalf of the respondent to commit the petitioner and her 
ments, but it led to the same conclusion, and therefore his lord- | golicitor to prison in respect of it. Bargrave Deane, J., held that the 
ship was of opinion that the appeal should be dismissed. publication was a contempt of court, but accepted the excuse of the 
Lords ASHBOURNE, MACNAGHTEN, and ATKINSON concurred in this petitioner and the solicitor that they had acted in ignorance, and made 
judgment. On the motion of tha, Lord Chancellor the appeal was dis- | no order on the motion except that they should jointly and severally 
missed with coste.—Counset, for the appellants, H. W. Martelli, K.C., pay the costs thereof. The petitioner and the eolicitor thereupon 
and J. Samuel Green; W. F. Webster. Soricrrors, Richard Preston; appealed, and in view of the importance and novelty of the point it was 
Rooper & Whately. decided that the appeal should be argued before the full court, consist- 
[Reported by Ensavwe Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] ing of the Master of the Rolls and five Lords Justices. A ay py 
’ objection was taken on behalf of the respondent upon section 47 of the 
SAUNDERS AND may ESVEE AND CENERS. Salata Act, 1873, which enacts that no appeal shall lie from any 
y ; judgment of the High Court in any criminal cause or matter save for 
Company—Sate or UNDERTAKING—CoMPANY PROMOTED FOR “THE | some error of law apparent on the record as to which no question shall 
ILLUSTRATION AND ADVANCEMENT OF THE ARTs ’’—CRysTAL PALACE | have been reserved for consideration of the Court for Crown Cases 
Company's Act, 1877 (40 anv 41 Vict. c. cxvi). | Reserved. It was contended on behalf of the appellants (1) That the 
The Crystal Palace Co., originally incorporated by a deed of settle. | order was not made in a criminal cause or epost. ben if os 

ment in 1852, was to acquire the great exhibition building in Hyde | made it was erroneous on ite face, since the court had no juri 


Park, and remove and erect the same on land purchased for the pur- | to prohibit the publication. 1m ic ; 

pose at Sydenham. The objects and business of the company were | The appeal was dismissed by a majority consisting of Cozens-Harpy, 
inter alia ‘‘the advancement of the arts and aciences . . . and the | M.R., and Farwett, Bucktey, and Kennepy, L.JJ., the — 
cultivation of a refined taste among all classes of the community.” being Vavonan WrittiaMs and FLetcHer ayy .Jd. According 
Subsequently the company was registered under the Companies Acte | to the : 
and issued debentures. /n a debenture holder's action, | 


majority there is an inherent power in the High Court, when- 
ever the judge thinks it expedient, to order that a case shall be heard 
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in camera, and the cases of wards of court and lunatics, and of suits 
relating to secret processes where publicity would defeat the objects 
of the action, were instanced. The meaning and intent of such an 
order is that the evidence shall not be made public without the leave 
of the court. The cases cited on this part of the case were A. v. A. 
(L. R. 5 P. & D. 230), D. v. D. (1903, P. 144), Malan v. Young 
(6 T. L. R. 38), Andrew v. Raeburn (9 Ch. 522), and Re Martindale 
(1894, 3 Ch. 193). Whether the breach of such an order would be a 
matter for punishment or not would depend on the circumstances—e.g., 
it would be lawful for the parties to communicate the evidence to their 
legal advisers with a view to an appeal, and possibly a communication 
by one of the parties to his or her immediate relatives would not be a 
contempt which the court would notice. On the question whether the 
hearing of the motion to commit was or was not a criminal cause or 
matter within the meaning of the Judicature Act, a distinction was 
drawn betweea committal as a means of enforcing civil rights and com- 
mittals for contemy:ts of a criminal nature such as interfering with a 
fair trial or scandalizing the court (as to which see Re Freston, 11 
Q. B. D. 545, O'Shea v. O'Shea 15 P. D. 39). In the present case no 
civil rights were affected. The court had seen fit for the preservation 
of the interests committed to its charge to order a hearing in camerd, 
and the publication of the evidence was a clear defiance of that order. 
In their Lordships’ opinion this might be a contempt of a criminal 
nature, and that being so, it was not competent for them even to con- 
sider whether the conclusion at which the learned judge arrived was 
well founded or not. There might be occasions when publication would 
be proper as above noticed, and certainly the court should discourage 
motions to commit on slight grounds, but all these were matters for the 
consideration of the judge of first instance, and not for the Court of 
Appeal. 

Bucktey, L.J., in his judgment concurring, observed that the case of 
proceedings in chambers did not stand on the same footing as proceed- 
ings in camerd, so that publication of what took place in chambers 
would not be a contempt unless the judge saw fit to order that there 
should be no disclosure. 

In the opinion of the minority of the court the act complained of 
was instigated by no unworthy motive, and evidenced no desire 
or intention to give general publicity to that which passed 
at the hearing of the case, and did not, in fact, do so. The case 
had nothing to do with a matter which had recently attracted much 
attention—viz., the publishing of unsavoury details of cases in public 
print. The appellants were not charged with any publication of that 
kind. That which the judge denied to them was the right to com- 
municate to anyone whatever anything that paseed at the hearing. He 
asserted that the order that the case be heard in camerd condemned 


‘them to perpetual silence on all these matters. The fact that the parties 


were adults distinguished the case from matters relating to wards of 
court and lunatics, which depended on the fact that the courte acting 
for the Crown as parens patriae would be in the position of guardians. 
They thought that the matters excluded from appeal by section 47 of 
the Judicature Act were judgments after trial for acts which the law 
declared to be crimes, and that acts which were only wrongful because 
a judge had forbidden them did not come within that category. In 
the present case the act complained of was disobedience to an order 
made in a civil suit, and it was the consistent practice of the court to 
hear appeals in such cases. Even if the matter was criminal, the record 
was erroneous on its face, for the true construction of the order to hear 
in camera was that the public should be excluded from the trial. The 
order related to the hearing only, and. after the hearing its operation 
was exhausted. Therefore the alleged breach was no breach at all. 
If the judge’s view was correct it would apply to all cases in chambers, 
and the lives of practitioners would be a long series of contempts in 
publishing what took place there. As a matter of fact the court had 
no power to control the actions of litigants after the trial. This was 
obvious in the case of a defendant who might perhaps be dragged before 
the court on some disgraceful charge and to whom it might be vital 
to clear away misconception from the minds of those whose good opinion 
he valued; and the argument was equally strong in favour of a suc- 
cessful practitioner. Their lordships examined the authorities and 
the practice of the ecclesiastical courts (see Consett’s Practice, 1798), 
and came to the conclusion that the right to hear nullity suits in camerd 
arose from the circumstance that owing to the painful nature of the 
facts the parties would be unable to give their evidence freely if the 
general public were present, and that this right was merely a means 
to the successful administration of justice. It was true that the eccle- 
siastical courte frequently excluded the public from the hearing of 
cases, but their lordships could find no trace of any attempt to main- 
tain secrecy after'the hearing was over. One need only refer to the 
printed reports of cases to see that there was never the slightest attempt. 
They came to the conclusion that there was no power in the courts to 
hear cases in camerd except in the case of lunatics and wards, and in 
certain patent cases involving secret processes, and in cases of nullity 
suits. In the cases in which the court can make such an order, it is 
nothing more than an extreme exercise of its power to control its own 
proceedings, and it does it because the matters require to be discussed 
without the presence of the public; but the court has nothing to do 
with the action of individual parties after the suit is over. It would be 
most prejudicial to the interests of the public that judges should have 
power to cover the proceedings before them with a veil of inviolable 
secrecy.—Counset /arnard, K.C., and W. O. Willis; Danckwerts, 
K.C., and Bayford. Sorscrrors, Braby & Waller; W. 8. Jerome. 


[Reported by F. Gururre Surrz, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re POULTNEY. POULTNEY v. POULTNEY. No.2. 19th June, 


Witt—Suares to Cuitpren arrer Deatu or Lire Tenant—Crass— 
Girt-over To SuRvivors 1n Case or Deata—Survivorsuie REFERRED 
To DeatH or Lire TENANT. 

A testator directed that his estate should be divided among his 
children as a class upon the death of his widow, and that in case of 
-the death of any one or more of them their share or shares should be 
divided between the survivors. 

Held (reversing the decision of Jovee, J. (ante, p. 252) ), that survivor- 
ship referred to the death of the widow, and that a child who survived 
the testator, hut died in the lifetime of the widow, took no share. 


Appeal from the decision of Joyce, J. (renorted ante p. 252; 1912, 
1 Ch. 245). The will gave a life interest to the widow, and continued : 
*‘and from and after her decease upon trust to divide my trust estate 
equally between my children as hereunto described ’”’ (naming eight) 
**and all others born under wedlock (if any).’’ There was a power of 
advancement during the widow’s life, and the will concluded: “I 
direct that in case of the death of one or more of my children that 
their equal share or shares are to be equally divided between the sur- 
Joyce, J., considered that a child who survived the testator 


vivors.”’ 1 
The other children 


kut died before the widow was entitled to a chare. 
appealed. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—I regret that I am unable to take the same 
view of this case as Joyce, J. The real question is, to what period 
does survivorship refer. Joyce, J., has held that it refers to the 
death of the testator, but the gift is to a class ascertainable at the 
death of the testator, and if the gift over were in favour of chil- 
dren surviving at the same period there would be nothing for it 
to operate on, seeing that children then dead would not be members 
of the class. The fact that there is a direction to divide on the death 
of the widow is also an indication that this is the true view. 

Farwett L.J.—The statement in White v. Baker (2 D. F. & J. at 
p. 64) is good law. Turner, L.J., there cays: ‘Where there is a 
bequest to A. for life and after his death to B. and C. or the sur- 
vivor of them, some meaning must of course be attached to the words 
‘the survivor.’ They may refer to any one of three events—to one 
of the persons named surviving the others, to one of them only sur- 
viving the testator, or to one of them only surviving the tenant for life; 
and in the absence of any indication to the contrary they are taken 
to refer to the latter event as being the more probable one to have 


been referred to.’’ There is no such indication here, and I agree that 


the appeal ought to be allowed. j 
Kennepy, L.J., concurred, and the judgment was reversed.—CounseL, 


George Henderson; T. T. Methold; Bisschoff. Sovtcrrors, Simpson, 


Palmer, & Winder; J. EB. Anthony. 
[Reported by F. Gurarie Sata, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re BONACINA. LE BRASSEUR v. BONACINA. No. 2. 
26nd and 28th June; 2nd July. 
Bankruprcy—DiscHarce—Contract to Pay Dest Barren sy Dts- 

CHARGE—ADMINISTRATION—PROoF OF Dest Contract—ConsIDERA- 

Trron—Conritct or LAws—Contract VAip By [rattan Law, But Vorp 

py Encursu Law ror Want or CONSIDERATION. 

A bankrupt, after obtaining his discharge, signed a document called 
a privata scrittura by which he agre ed to pay a debt provable m the 
bankrupt, but not disclosed hy Italian law such a privata scrittura 
is legally enforceable, but by English law it is void for want of con- 


sideration. oe : 
The bankrupt died and a decree was made for the administration of 


his estate. : 
Held, that the creditor was entitled to prove for the debt wn the 


administration. 

Decision of Eve, J. (ante, p. 504) reve reed, 

Appeal from a decision of Eve, J. (reported ante. p. 504). The 
testator, an Italian subject, was adjudicated a bankrupt in England in 
1897 and obtained his discharge in 1901. At the date of the bankruptcy 


he was indebted to G. Mina, an Italian resident in Italy, but he did not 

















disclose this indebtedness, and Mina had no notice of the bankruptcy. 
Tn 1906 the testator, at the request of Mina, who had expreesed a wish 
to have the debt legalised so as to prevent disputes in case of the death 
of either party, signed a document called a privata serittura acknow- 
ledging the debt and promising to pay it. No consideration was given, 
but it was proved that by Italian law a debt discharged by bankruptey 
remains a moral obligation capable of being converted into a legal obli- 
gation by the signature of a privata scrittura. The Master having 
rejected ‘the proof for the debt, Mina moved to vary the certificate, 
and the present appeal was from the refusal of the motion by Eve, J. 
Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—It was contended on behalf of the executor 
that by virtue of section 30 (3) of the Barkruptcy Act, 1883, no pro- 
ceedings could be taken in England in respect of this debt, and Eve, J., 
assented to this view. It is important to observe that the order of 
discharge only released the bankrupt from debts provable in the bank- 
ruptey, and sub-section 3 has no operation except in respect of a debt 
from which the bankrupt was released by the order of discharge, as to 
which see section 27 (3). It has been held in Takeman v. Cook (4 ex. 
D. 26), and in Re Aylmer (1 Mans. 381), that a promise after discharge 
to pay a debt barred by the discharge is perfectly good if supported by 
a new and valuable consideration. If, therefore, in 1906 an Englien 
contract for value had been executed, I think the proof must plainly 
have been admitted. But the privata scrittura is a document subject 
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Re FARAKER. FARAKER v. DURELL. No. 2. 8th July. 


Witt—Lecacy—Cuariry—Ossects Cuancep sy Scneme—Lapse— 
ArrorNEY-GENERAL—CHARITY COMMISSIONERS. 

A legacy was given to the R. charity, which was a charity for pro- 
viding pensions to “‘ poor widows.”” Under a scheme of the Commis- 
the charity was amalgamated with other charities, and the funds 
in the official t of charitable funds. The income to 
d principally in providing pens ions to ‘‘ poor persons.”’ 

that the leqacy had not lapsed, but was payable to the official 

part of the funds of the amalgamated charity. 


Appeal from a decision of Neville, J., who held that a certain legacy 
to a charity lapeed. The Attorney-General was not a party to the 
cummones before Neville, J., since the only question was whether the 

ift failed = and there was no question of application cy prés. 
As the trustees of the charity did not desire to appeal, the court 

llowed the ed y-General to do eo, holding that he had a right to 
| be a party to every action relating to gifts to a charity, although in 
| practice it is not the rule for him to appear unless there is to be 
question of directing a 6 heme. The legacy in question was given f 
‘Mrs. Hannah Bailey’s Charity at Rotherhithe,” .and it was directed 
the receipt of the secretary should be a sufficient discharge to the 
utors. The history of the charity was as follows :—It was founded 
1756, and 1 echeme directed in 1814 the funds were vested in 
, who were to apply the income in paying annuities of £5 per 
» thirty wid in the parish of Rotherhithe, and not 
f relief. In 1905 an order of the Charity Commisei 
» eanctioning a scheme whereby the charity was amalgamated 
ther small charities, and the total funds, producing an inc« 
£1,200 per annum, were vested in the official trustee 
funds on trugt to be applied as to various small 
poor of the parish of Rotherhithe, and as to the balance 
yvensions of 5s. per week to poor persons resident in the parish 
ind not in receipt of relie f. The income of the funds 
charity was £180 per annum, and it v 
should atin provided that this income 
to widows, and that proceedings ought to be 
A. The testatrix died in 1911. 

Fen M.R., et ited the fac te, and continued : The 

ld that the legacy lapeed, as Hannah Bailey’s charity 
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High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re AN ARBITRATION BETWEEN EVANS AND THE GLAMORGAN 
COUNTY COUNCIL. Joyce, J. 27th June; 3rd July. 


Smatt Hotptncs—CompensaTion TO Ovtcotnac Trnant—‘“‘ Loss oR 
Expense Directty ArrriutTaBLe TO Quitrinec ’’—‘* UNAVOIDABLE ” 
Sate on Removat—Loss on Sate—Cost or ReFRESHMENTS AT SALE— 
VaLuATION Fee-—Smatt Hotprnes Act, 1910 (10 Ep. 7, c. 34) s. 1 (1). 


A County Council agreed with an outgoing tenant under the Small 
HToldings Act, 1910, to pay compensation for the loss or expense directly 
unavoidably incur 

or removal of hia stock, etc., the sum to 
The arbitrator in his award disallowed the 
freshments at auction sale, though finding 

to supply refreshments at such sales; he 
fee, cost of valuing stock be fore 
: (d) £2 2s. cost of preparing agreement u sith 


n with the sale 
settled by arbitration. 

(a) £34, cost of re 
if ¢ mary desirable 
allowed th fenant (b) £21 
ale; (c) £181 loss 


in connectio 
fenant 
and 
valuation 
on sale 
mune, 
Held, that (a) was an expense incurred in connection with the sale, 
~~ hould be allowed to the tenant; (b) was not an expense of the 
and should be disallowed; (c) was a loss directly attributable to 
quitting, and should be allowed; (d) was part of the cost o/ the 
should be disallowed. 
H. Evans was the occupier of certain lands which 
Glamorgan County Council for the purpose of 


the 


arbitration, and 


Spe ( ial case. 
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providing small holdings under the Small Holdings Act, 1910, and an 
agreement was entered into whereby the County Council agreed that, 
on condition of the tenant vacating his farm on the 2nd of February, 
1912, they would pay him (Clause 1) £500, being the estimated amount 
of one year’s profit of the farm; (Clause 2) such compensation for the 
loss or expense directly attributable to the quitting which the tenant 
might unavoidably incur upon and in connection with the ‘sale or re- 
moval of his household goods and his implements of husbandry, pro- 
duce, and farm stock on or used in connection with the land as he would 
have been entitled to under the Small Holdings Act, 1910, s. 1, sub- 
section 1; (Clause 3) such sum as he would have been entitled to receive 
as compensation for unexhausted improvements and tenant right under 
the custom of the county, and under the Agricultural Holdings Act, 
1908; (Clauses 4 and 5) the County Council to have opportunity: of 
making a valuation of stock and to have the option of purchasing any 
tenants’ erections or fittings; (Clause 6) the amount of compensation 
for disturbance and for unexhausted improvements to be referred to 
arbitration. The tenant sold his stock by public auction. ‘The ques- 
tion as to compensation was referred to arbitration, and on the failure 
of the arbitrators to agree, an award was made by an umpire. In- 
cluded in the award were the following items :—(a) £34 lls. 8d. for 
refreshments at the auction sale, as to which the umpire said: ‘‘ The 
tenant contends that he is entitled to be awarded this as an unavoidable 
expense directly attributable to his quitting. I have disallowed the 
sum, but I find that it is reasonable in amount and that it is customary 
and desirable at agricultural auction sales to provide refreshments for 
buyers and persons attending the sale.’’ (b) £21, cost of valuation of 
stock prior to sale: ‘‘ To make a valuation of the tenant’s farming 
stock prior to the sale was, in my opinion, a reasonable and prudent 
expenditure, and one which a tenant was absolutely justified in in 
curring under the circumstances, and I award the tenant that sum, 
which I consider fair and ample.’’ (c) £181, loss on compulsory sale : 
“The tenant contends that he is entitled in law to have allowed him 
as compensation the amount of his loss directly attributable to his 
quitting the farm which he unavoidably incurred by the sale of his 
stock. | hold the tenant’s contention well founded in law, and allow the 
sum of £180.”’ (d) £2 2s., cost of settling agreement between the County 
Council and tenant : ‘‘ The County Council contend that no part of that 
sum can be awarded, the same not being allowable in law under the 
said agreement, on the ground that the tenant’s valuer had no right to 
make legal charges. I have allowed the item, and I find as a fact that 
it was not a charge for legal work, but a charge made by the valuer 
for time ard services in agreeing the basis of the agreement referred 
to, and is a reasonable charge.’’ The umpire further awarded that 
each party should bear their own costs of the arbitration. Appeal was 
made to the court as to the above items. 

Joyce, J., in a considered judgment, after stating the facts, con 
tinued : As to the items of the award (a), (4), (¢), and (d), there is no 
dispute in fact, as counsel admitted that each item, if allowed, would 
be directly attributable to the quitting. It is more convenient to deal 
with the items in the inverse order to that in which they are stated. 





in respect to this item. As to (a), cost of refreshments, the arbitrator 
has found the amount reasonable, and that it is customary and desir- 
able to supply them, which means, I think, that they were a reasonably 
necessary expense in connection with the sale, and as the amount is 
proper, 1 think it should be allowed. The County Council must pay 
half the tenant’s coste.—CounseLt, Beebce (Bryan Farrer with him), for 
he Glamorgan County Council; Hughes, K.C., and C. J. Mathew for 
W. H. Evans. Soxicirors, Broad & Uo.; Davenport, Cunliffe « 
Blake for Yorath & Jones, Cardiff. 
[Reported by BR. C. Cargineton, Barrister-at-Law.] 


STAIT v. FENNER. McNAB, THIRD PARTY. Neville, J. 
27th June. 


LANDLORD AND 'TeENANT—LEASE—COVENANTS—PowerR TO DETERMINE 
Lease ON NoriceE—-ASSIGNMENTS-—ASSIGNEE’S COVENANT TO In- 
DEMNIFY ASSIGNOR—NOTICE TO DETERMINE BY EQUITABLE OWNER OF 
TerM—OuvuvrstaNnpiInG LeGaL Estate—Breacues or Covenant—Con- 
DITION Precepent—INvALip Norice—Estoprer—Tuirp Parry 
Norice tO INDEMNIFY—ASSIGNMENT AS ‘“‘ BENEFICIAL OWNER ’’— 
ImpLicp COVENANTS FOR 'TITLE—CONVEYANCING AND LAW OF PROPERTY 

Act, 1881 (44 & 48 Vict., c. 41), s. 7, sub-section 1 (A)—Recririca- 

TION OF ASSIGNMENT. 

A lease for twenty-one years, not to be assigned without licence, and 
containing @ proviso giving the lessee power to determine on giving 
six months notice. 

Held, a notice to determine given by the equitable owner of the 
term was invalid when the legal interest in the term was still out- 
standing in another. 

Held, also, that the performance of the lessee’s covenants up to the 
date for determination of the lease mentioned in the notice was a 
condition precede nt to the determination of the lease, 

Held, also, that where an assignment was made in pursuance of a 
written contract, which stated that the legal interest in the residue 
of the term was outstanding in another, and the assignor nevertheless 
conveyed as “ beneficial owner”’ he was entitled to have the assign- 
ment rectified by inscrting therein a proviso limiting his liability under 
his implied covenants jor title. 

By a lease made in September, 1897, certain premises were demiced 
from the 29th of September, 1897, for twenty-one years (determinable 
as therein mentioned) to the defendant Fenner, who covenanted (inter 
alia) to pay the rent reserved and to make the last payment of rent 
one month before the determination of the tenancy, not to assign with 


| out licence, to repair the premices, to paint in the year 1901, and there 


First, as to (d), two guineas, cost of preparing the agreement; in no | 


sense does it appear to me that this is an unavoidable expense incurred 
in connection with the sale; it was incurred before it was decided 
whether there should be a sale at all. ‘The arbitrator says it was not 
for legal work, but it seems to me it was for negotiating the agree 
ment, and as such was not an.expense of the sale, and so cannot be 
allowed. Then as to item (c), loss on compulsory auction, apparently 
arrived at as the difference between a fair market value of the things 
sold and what was actually realized. It was contended that as a pre- 
liminary to allowing such an item it must be determined whether the 
tenant ought to sell or remove his stock, and quotations were read me 
from text books purporting to shew that no loss ought to be allowed ona 
sale unless the tenant could got have removed his stock to another farm. 
It is difficult to accept such a view, for it is common experience that 
in ordinary circumstances an agricultural tenant leaving his farm has 
a sale of at least part of his stock. I do not see how it is possible 
to determine whether an outgoing tenant should have taken another 
farm or not. Of course, he could not be obliged to take anything that 
offered, and that was not within a convenient distance. I entirely dis 
sent from the view that a tenant is bound to go on farming if he does 
not choose to do so, and, further, I do not think such a view is 
sanctioned by the natural interpretation of the words “ loss or expense 
directly attributable to the quitting which the tenant may unavoid- 
ably incur in connection with the sale or removal of his stock.” 
In my opinion if he sells he must have the loss and expense occasioned 
by the sale, and similarly if he removes, always within reason, of 
course. It is entirely for him to determine which he will do, and no 
one can dictate to him. I think accordingly that the tenant is to be 
compensated for the Joss and expense which he unavoidably has in- 
curred in connection with the sale. It was argued that such loss was 
included in the compensation paid under Clause 1 of the agreement, 
one year’s estimated profit, but I cannot see any connection between 
them or how that clause has anything to do with this. I think there 
fore that the sum allowed for loss on sale, being the difference between 
the ordinary value and what was realized at the auction, was properly 
allowed. As to (b), the valuer’s fee, that is the fee for valuing the 
stock before the sale, I do not see how that is part of the expenses of 
the sale. It was done, it seems to me, for the purpose of procuring 
evidence for use at the arbitration, and whether it could be called 
part of costs of the arbitration I do not know; but as to those costs, 








each party has to bear their own, so I think nothing ought to be allowed \ 





after once every seven years all the interior usually painted, and to 
‘so repaired and painted at the end oi 


deliver up the said premises 
The lease contained a proviso 


sooner determination of the said term.”’ 
that the leesee might determine the lease at the end of the firet seven 
or fourteen years on giving six months’ previous notice in writing, and 
on paying all the rent and performing and observing all the covenants 
on his part to be paid, performed and observed ‘* up to suc h determina 
tion,’’ and thereupon the lease and everything therein contained should 
ceaee and be void. In 1899 Fenner, with the licence of the lessore, 
aesigned the lease to one Court, who, in 1902, with the like licence, 
aeeigned the lease to a Mrs. Irvine. In 1905 the leseors informed 
Fenner that Irvine had vacated the premises (as the fact was), and 
that they ehould look to him for the rent. Fenner then took possession 
of the premises, and subsequently Irvine handed over to him the lease 
and the assignments of 1899 and 1902, and signed a written undertaking 
to aesign or surrender the lease if required so to do. In September, 
1906, Fenner, with the licence of the leesors, assigned the lease to one 
McNab, who thereafter paid the rent direct to the leesors. In March, 
1911, McNab gave the lessors a written notice to determine the lease on 
the 29th of September, 1911, and paid them the rent for that September 
quarter on the 30th of September, 1911. In December, 1911, the leesore 
brought an action against Fenner, alleging that McNab’s notice was 
ineffectual, that the covenants to repair and to pay in advance the 
quarter’s rent for September, 1911, had been broken, and claiming a de- 
claration that the lease was etill subsisting. Fenner denied the allega 
tion of the leceors, and also alleged that by their receipt of the rent 
from McNab and their conduct they were estopped from denying that 
McNab’s notice was invalid. He aleo gave McNab a third party notice, 
claiming to be indemnified by him under his covenant of indemnity in 
the assignment of 1906. McNab’s aesignment of 1906 was made in 
pursuance of a written contract, which stated that the legal interest in 
the recidue of the term was outstanding in Mrs. Irvine, and that the 
vendor should not be required to get it in or to obtain her concurrence 
in the aesignment. The assignment contained no reference to this, and 
Fenner conveyed as “‘ beneficial owner.’? McNab admitted his liability 
to indemnify Fenner against the rent and covenants in the lease, but 
claimed damages from him for breach of his covenants for title set 
forth in section 7, sub-section 1 (a) of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, and 
implied by rearon of his. conveying as ‘beneficial owner. "Fenner 
claimed to have the aesignment of 1906 rectified by inserting 
iso to the effect that his covenants for title should not 
be deemed to imply that he had power to assign to McNab the out- 
standing legal estate in the term. Counsel for McNab referred to 
Seaward v. Drew, Farmer, Third Party (1898, 67 L. J. Q. B. 322). 
Nevitte, J., after stating the facts, said: I do not altogether agree 
with some of the dicta of my brother Channell, as reported in 67 
L. J. Q. B., at p. 322, and 78 L. T. Rep., at p. 19, given in the course 
of his decision in the case of Scaward v. Drew, Farmer, Third Party, 
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opinion that in this case McNab’s notice was invalid, the legal interest 
in the term being outstanding in Mrs. Irvine. I am also of opinion 
that the leseors are not in any way estopped from aseerting that the | 
notice was bad. The performance of the leesee’s covenants up to the 
date for determination of the leaee mentioned in the notice was a con 
dition precedent, and has been broken, and I accordingly hold that the 
lessors are entitled to a declaration that the lease is still subsisting. | 
With regard to McNab’s claim for damages againet the defendant for 
breach of his covenants for title, which were implied by reaeon of his 
conveying as beneficial owner, I think it is clear that the defendant 
must be entitled to have this assignment rectified, becauee the agree 
ment to assign which he entered into with McNab states specifically 
that the legal interest in the reeidue of the term is outstanding in 
another, and that the defendant shall not be required to get it in or to 
obtain the concurrence of that other in the aesignment. I accordingly 
give liberty to the defendant to rectify the assignment by inserting 
therein a proviso limiting his liability under his implied covenants fo 
title—Counse., Jenkins, K.C., and Douglas Hogg; Peterson, K.C., 
and H. EB. Wright; Butcher, K.C., and F. MacMullan. Soxictrrors, 
Cooper & Baker; Gedge, Fisher, & Gedge; J. E. Hodgkinson. 
{Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.) 


although I entirely agree with the decicion in that case. I am “| 


LUBY v. WARWICKSHIRE MINERS’ ASSOCIATION. Neville, J. 
5th and 6th June; 2nd July. 


Trape Unton—Rutes—Exputsion or Memper—U.ttra Vires—Inuune 
TION—ILLEGAL AssociaATIONS—BrancHES—DeELEGATES—TRADE UNION 
Act, 1871 (34 anp 35 Vicr. c. 31), ss. 4, 8, 16—Trape Unton Act 
1876 (39 anp 40 Vicr., c. 22), ss. 3, 4—Trape Disputes Act, 1906 
(6 Ep. 7, c. 47), s. 5 (2)—Untawrut Societies Act, 1799 (39 
Geo. 3, c. 79), s. 2-—-Seprriovs Meetines Act, 1817 (57 Geo. 3, c. 19), 
s. 25—F rrenpty Soctreties Act, 1896 (59 anp 60 Vicrt., c. 25), s. 32. 


though there is no express provision in the Acts dealing with 
trade unions that the Statutes 39 Geo. 3, c. 79, and 57 Geo. 3, c«. 19, 
de aling with unlawful combinations and confederacieé s, shall not ap] ly 
to trade unions, yet such a provision must necessarily be implied from 
the attitude of the Leai ure towards trade unions, such attitude being 


quite im tent with being any criminality in them. 


In October, 1910, the plaintiff paid his entrance fee and four weekly 
contributions to the secretary of the defendant association, and on the 
29th of October, 1910, received his card of membership of the associa- 
tion, which was a trade union registered under the Trade Unions Acts, 
1871 and 1876 About the 16th of November, 1910, the executive 
committee of the association purported to pars a resolution declining 
to admit the plaintiff as a member of the association, and the amount 
of his entrance fee and contribution was returned to him by the secre 
tary. The plaintiff claimed (1) a declaration that he was, and had 
at all times since the Ist of October, 1910, been a member of the 
defendant association; (2) a declaration that the resolution of the 
executive committee was u/fra vires and void; and (3) an injunction 
to restrain the defendant association and its officers from acting on 
the said resolution. The defendant association, by its defence, denied 
that the plaintiff was a member of the association, and alleged that 
it had power under its rules to expel members, and that the resolution 
in question was duly passed by the executive committee. The asso 
ciation also pleaded that the plaintiff could not maintain the action, 
becauee the aesociation was an ‘‘ unlawful combination or confederacy ”’ 
within the meaning of the Act, 39 Geo. 3, c. 79, s. 2 and 57 Geo. 3. 
c. 19, s. 25, by reason of the aesociation being divided into a number 
of district lodges constituting the different divisions or branches of 
which the association was composed, each branch acting separately and 
having a separate and distinct president, secretary, and executive com 
mittee, and appointing delegates to meet and confer with the delegates 
of other aesociations. Cur. adv. vult. 

Nevitte, J., after stating the facts and coming to the conclusion 
on the evidence that the plaintiff became a member of the defendant 
association on payment of his entrance fee and contributions and 
receiving his card of membership, said :—The association has no power 
under its rules to expel members, and even if it had such a power, it 
has been illegally exercised. The other question is, whether a trade 
union, having branches and employing delegates, is a criminal asso 
ciation within the Unlawful Societies Act, 1799, or the Seditious 
Meetings Act, 1817. Although this at first appears to be rather a 
startling proposition, I should certainly find it difficult to put a reason- 
able interpretation upon either of these Acts, which would not have 
brought within its prohibition at the time of the passing of the Act 
the branches and delegates of modern trade unions. On the other | 
hand, since the passing of these Acts, the existence of trade unions | 
has been frequently recognized by the Legislature, and their affairs 
have been frequently regulated by Acts of Parliament, and I do not 
suppose it has ever been suggested until the present case that mem 
bership of trade unions involved a criminal act. It is common know 
ledge that trades unione are organized largely by branches and dele 
gates, and the existence of branches is expreeely recognized in the 
Trade Union Acts that have been cited. There certainly is no express | 
provision in the Acts which deal with trade unions that these 
two statutes passed in the reign of George III. shall not apply to 
trade unions. But I am of opinion that such a provision should be 
implied from the manner in which the Legislature has dealt with trades | 
unions—a manner which is quite inconsistent with there being any 
criminality in them. The defendants have, in my opinion, been | 





unable to support this contention, and accordingly I am of opinion 
that the plaintiff is entitled to a declaration that he is a member of 
the defendant association and the injunction asked for, and to his 
costs of the action.—CounseL, Spencer Bower, K.C., and Stuart Bevan; 
Peterson, K.C., and J. W. Manning. Sottcrrors, C. 7’. Wilkinson; 


| Bennett d& Ferris, for W. H. Pownall, Nuneaton. 


[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 








Societies. 


The Law Society. 
ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING. 


The annual general meeting of the Law Society was held at the 
Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, on Friday, the 5th inst., the president 
(Mr. William John Humfrys, Hereford) taking the chair. Among 
those present were the vice-president, Mr. Charles Leopold Samson, 
the Hon. Walter Bernard Louis Barrington, Mr. John Wreford Budd, 
Mr. Alfred Henry Coley (Birmingham), Mr. Cecil Allen Coward, Sir 
Homewood Crawford, Mr. Weeden Dawes, Mr. Walter Dowson, Mr. 
Robert Ellett (Cirencester), Mr. Samuel Garrett, Mr. Herbert Gibson, 
Mr. Charles Goddard, Mr. John Roger Burrow, Gregory, Mr. John 
Waller Hills, M.P., D.C.L., Sir Henry James Johnson, the Hon. 
Robert Henry Lyttelton, Mr. Philip Hubert Martineau, Mr. Charles 
Henry Morton (Liverpool), Mr. Robert Chancellor Nesbitt, Mr. Arthur 
Copson Peake (Leeds), Sir Albert Kaye Rollit, LL.D., D.C.L., Litt.D., 
Mr. William Arthur Sharpe, Mr. Frank William Stone (Tunbridge 
Wells), Mr. Richard Stephens Taylor, Mr. Walter Trower, Mr. William 
Melmoth Walters, Mr. Robert Mills Welsford, and Mr. William Howard 
Winterbotham (members of the council); Mr. Richard Stewart Cleaver 
(Liverpool), Mr. Thomas Eggar (Brighton), Mr. Charles Elton Long- 
more, C.B. (Hertford), Mr. William Henry Norton (Manchester), Mr. 
Richard Alfred Pinsent (Birmingham), Mr. Robert Pybus (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne), and Mr, Francis Sturge (Bristol) (extraordinary members 
of the council); and Mr. 8. P. B. Bucknill (secretary) and Mr. E. R. 
Cook (assistant secretary). There was a very scanty attendance of 
members of the society. 

PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 

The PrestpENnT, as there were no other candidates, declared Mr. 
Charles Leopold Samson (6, Austin-friars, E.C., and Manchester) and 
Mr. Walter Trower (5, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C.) elected 
president and vice-president respectively. 

ELECTION OF COUNCIL. 

The PRESIDENT read the names of the candidates nominated for the 
eleven vacancies on the council caused by retirement in rotation and by 
the resignation of Mr. Henry Ford (Exeter) as follows :—Mr. John 
Field Beale (16, Great George-street, S.W.), Mr. Lewin Bampfield 
Carslake (50, Old Broad-street, E.C.), t*Mr. Alfred Henry Coley (Bir 
mingham), *Sir Homewood Crawford (The Guildhall, E.C.), Mr. Alfred 
Davenport (48, Chancery-lane, W.C.), *Mr. Samuel Garrett (Rectory 
House, St. Michael’s Alley, Cornhill, E.C.), t*Mr. William John 
Humfrys (Hereford), tMr. Frank Marshall (Newcastle-upon-Tyne), 
t*Joseph Farmer Milne (Manchester), +tMr. Kenrick Eyton Peck 
(Devonport), *Mr. Richard Stephens Taylor (4, Field-court, Gray's 


| inn, W.C.), and *Mr. William Howard Winterbotham (1, New-court, 


Carey-street, W.C.). He stated that Mr. Beale had withdrawn his 

candidature, so that there were only as many candidates as vacancies. 

He therefore declared the above-named gentlemen duly elected. 
AUDITORS. 

The Prestpent said that, under the bye-laws, it was necessary that 
one of the auditors should be a professional auditor, and he declared 
Mr. John Stephens Chappelow, F.C.A. (10, Lincoln’s Inn-fields, W.C.), 
the only candidate, duly elected. He also declared Mr. Arthur Pearce 
(63, Lincoln’s Inn-fields, W.C.) and Mr. Mitchell Templeton (9, King’s 
3ench Walk, Temple, E.C.), members of the society, elected as the 
remaining two auditors. 

Society’s Accounts. 

The PrestpENT moved the adoption of the income and expenditure 
accounts for the year ending the 31st of December, 1911, and the 
account of trust prize funds. 

The Vice-PRresipent (Mr. C. L. Samson) seconded the motion. 

Mr. Cuartes Forp (London) asked whether the council were agreed 
in adopting the accounts? 

The Presipent : Of course. 

Mr. Forp said he was very sorry that the council were satisfied with 
the accounts, and that they also had the approval of the professional 
auditor. Some years ago he had suggested that the council ought to 
have the services of two professional auditors, and he now repeated 
that statement. It was usual in all other large concerns, and he could 
not understand why the council did not take the regular course, so that 


* The candidates marked * are retiring members of the council, who, being eligible 
have been nominated for re-election. 

+t The candidates marked thus ¢ are proposed in accordance with the scheme of 
nomination of the Associated Provincial Law Societies pursuant to the resolution of the 
society relating to country vacancies, adopted on the Sth of July, 1907, 
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one might check the figures of the other. He felt assured that the 
council would adopt this plan before many years had passed. 
ARTICLED CLeRKs’ Funp. 

He was very sorry to see that the council still pursued the plan of 
surcharging the articled clerks’ fund with various of the society’s 
expenses, with the result that, year after year, it was shown that they 
had expended more for the education of articled clerks than they had 
received. He took exception to that method of arranging the accounts. 
The council usually told the members in the annual report a little about 
the accounts. In 1910 the council had given them some very interesting 
information, and had said that the sum expended for scholarships, etc., 


was less than in the preceding year, and in the following report for 


1911 the same statement was made, with the same unfortunate result as 
regarded assisting the articled clerks for educational purposes. But in 
the annual report before the meeting not a single word was said with 
regard to the matter. In the annual report of 1910 the council called 
attention to the serious falling off in the number of candidates who 
were entering the profession, but the members were not told in the 
present report how that matter now stood. 


Luncneon Rooms. 


With respect to the luncheon rooms, the members were told two years 
ago that there was a serious loss, but nothing was said in the report 
before the meeting upon the subject, and he would like to know whether 
they were now financially successful or not, and what was the outlook 
for the near future. 

Mortcace Dest. 


The mortgage debt stood at £12,000, and the council had been in the 
habit of reducing it yearly. He thought that they might continue to 
do so. Two years ago it was reduced by £2,000, but there had been 
no reduction since that time. The financial affairs of the society 
certainly did not appear to him to be as many of the members would 
like them to be. As far as he could understand the accounts, there had 
been again less expended for the benefit of the articled clerks than 
there had been in the preceding year, or in the one before that, and, 
of course, those of the members who took an interest in legal education 
would like to see that amount increased, instead of decreasing year by 
year, as was apparently the case. He was very glad to see that the 
amount expended for luncheons was a little less than in the previous 
year, when he thought it was a little less than in the year before, so 
that that appeared to be a satisfactory line of action on the part of the 
council. With regard to the item ‘‘ prizes for articled clerks,’’ the 
amount that the society had offered during the year, with a view to 
encouraging legal education, was the gigantic sum of £69 7s. 9d. for 
prizes, which included the cost of binding. How much went for books 
and how much for binding he did not know. He hoped that the council 
would treat this articled clerks’ fund much more considerately in the 
future. 

Grant Unpber Soticrrors’ Act. 

Mr. J. S. Rupinstern (London) said he noticed that the expenditure 
for ‘‘ Law and Parliamentary expenses, including costs allowed to com- 
mittee under the Solicitors Act, 1888, and proceedings with reference to 
important measures in Parliament,’’ was £2,269. Un the income side 
there was a “Grant from H.M.’s Government towards expenses of 
discipline, £1,500.’’ He was under the impression that the grant to be 
received was £3,000, so that, apparently, the amount had been cut down 
by one half, but there was no reference to the matter in the report. 
Seeing that the society had expended nearly £3,000 in law expenses, 
one would have anticipated that the grant would have been kept up to 
the amount of the expenditure. He was bound to say that he had 
always viewed with a faint suspicion the grant made by the authorities. 
It was an annual grant, and it did, in a sense, place the authorities in 
a position to say, ‘‘ If you don’t carry on your business in a way that 
pleases us we shall not continue to pay it,’’ and it was rather an unfor- 
tunate position to be dependent upon the will of the authorities from 
year to year, with a sort of feeling that they could threaten that if the 
society did not do things just as they liked the grant would be stopped. 
He had always maintained, especially as it seemed that the figure 
granted by the Government had come down, that it would have been 
far more dignified to add another half a crown to the certificate duty, 
and to be quite independent of the Government. He did think the 
council should take it into their consideration whether they could not 
dispense with the grant altogether. In his opinion, the society had a 
right to the amount to a certain extent, on the ground that the 
authorities received from the solicitor branch of the profession 
£150,000 a year, and if the solicitors were to receive five per cent. 
on the big fees the Government got for admission duty, certificate 
duty and so on, they would feel that they were only receiving what 
they were entitled to, having regard to the public duties which they 
performed. He ventured to hope that the council would at one time 
or other consider the matter from that point of view. The members 
would feel more happy if the council were independent of the authorities 
in all these matters. 

ProvinciaL Mzetinc Expensss. 

Tho ‘‘ Expenses at the Annual Provincial Meeting ’’ were put down 
at £414 18s. 10d. He was not going to say anything about that 
amount, he would rather like to see it increased, and as far as the 
printing was concerned he would like to see a little more liberality on the 
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part of the council. He was always cautioned in his own particular case 
that his papers for submiseion to that meeting should be kept short, 
in view ot the cost of printing. That was, in his opinion, cutting down 
expenses in the wrong direction, and he had ventured rather to resist 
the suggestion. But he thcught that such a society as this should con- 
tribute towards the very heavy expenses incurred by the provincial 
societies at these annual provincial meetings. There were large and 
rich societies that could afford the expense of entertaining the society, 
and their members might well make voluntary contributions for the 
purpose, but in many cases a large burden was thrown on the smaller 
societies owing to the visitors who came from all parts of the country, 
to the number sometimes of 500, and he thought a large society like 
the Law Society might contribute something like £500 towards the 
expenses. 
ArticLep CierKs: Mortcace Dest. 

Mr. Water Trower (chairman of the Finance Committee of the 
Council), answering Mr. Ford’s observations as to the number of 
articled clerks, said that the number entering into arts was about 
stationary at preeent. There was an increase in the fees received for 
the Intermediate Examination of £300 which was a favourable sigu, and 
he believed that the falling off in those joining the profession as 
articled clerks had ceased, and that there would be a gradual increase 
in the number. With regard to the mortgage debt, new rooms had 
recently been opened in the society’s building for the students. He 
hoped that the council and the society would devote more and more 
attention to the etudents. During the last two years rooms had been 
added to the building for the use of the students, giving a library, a 
smoking room and a common room, and these rooms he was glad to 
say were largely used by the students, and they had been found most 
acceptable and helpful to the younger members of the society. The 
furnishing of these rooms and their building and the building of an 
additional clerks’ room at the side had cost a large sum of money, 
between £8,000 and £9,000, and for that reason the council had been 
unable to reduce the mortgage debt. All the surplus income had been 
absorbed for the last two years for the benefit of the students, and he 
hoped that expenditure would bear rich fruit in the future in adding 
to the number of members of the society. The council were taking 
more care than had ever been the case before for the benefit of the 
junior members of the profession. 

GRANT UNDER Soticitors Act. 

With regard to the Treasury grant, that was framed on an account 
which was submitted each year to the Treasury, and the amount of 
it depended upon the expenses of what was known as the Discipline 
Committee, which was a statutory committee. It depended upon the 
expenses incurred before that committee and the amount spent each year. 
Last year the council expended, taking into account the sums that 
they were obliged to include in the account under the Statute, 
£1,850 18s. 3d., and they received a grant of £1,500 from the Treasury 
to meet the expenditure. The largest amount the society had received 
in one year from the Treasury in this respect was £2,500, and every- 
thing depended upon the sums the society spent. The Treasury gave 
more when the society spent more and less when they spent less, and 
it was a matter for congratulation that in discipline cases the council 
should spend less rather than more in one year. 

The motion was carried. 

AnnvuaL Report. 


The Presipent moved the adoption of the annual report. 
The Vice-Presipent seconded the motion. 
Lanp TRANSFER ACTs. 

Mr. Rvuprnstern congratulated the council on the amount of useful 
work done by them during the year. Anyone who took the trouble to 
look through the annual report must recognise that the council had 
given an immense amount of time and trouble to the affairs of the 
society. Perhaps the satisfaction of the members with the report 
might be the reason why there were so small a body of solicitors 
present. The annual meeting ought to bring a roomful of people. But 
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there might be another reason why there was not a full meeting; it 
might be that the time at which it was held was very inconvenient. 
He had urged for many years past that these general meetings should 
take place in the evening, when the members were free from the cares 
of business, and then he was sure a much larger number would attend, 
if it were only to recognise the work done by the council on their behalf. 
The report dealt with the subject of land transfer, a very important 
question. Upon that particular subject he was afraid he was not able 
to congratulate the council upon the way in which they had dealt with 
it. There had been a terrible amount of indecision on their part, 
which all helped their opponents—all helped those who were, with 
shameful indifterence to the interest of the public, continuing to carry 
on the system in opposition to the interest of the public. Instead of 
showing a bold front and Roe. with the matter in a practical way 
the council at one moment passed one recolution, at another a second 
which wae quite inconsistent with the previous one. He wae referring 
to the opening observations on the eubject in the report, where the 
council said : ‘‘ The consideration of the report of the Royal Commis- 
sion and of the evidence taken confirmed the council in the conclusion 
that the present system of registration of title under the Land 
Transfer Act is shown to be defective both in principle and in detail, 
and that the objection which has been made to it by the society was 
well founded.’’ He had no doubt the Land Transfer Committee of 
the society agreed with this statement, but bis recollection was that 
this committee were going to present a separate report on the report 
of the Royal Commission, and give the members their views on that 
report; but he believed that no such report had ever been iesued by 
the council or by any committee of the council, and at the moment 
the members were quite in the dark as to the effect of such report 
and their observations. The council had always expressed their opinion 
that the system was wrong. They went on to say ‘‘that the amend- 
ments recommended by the Royal Commiesion, although some of them 
desirable, would not remove the objection or make the system one 
which it would be in the public interest to extend or perpetuate,’’ and 
the council signed that, although they accepted a portion of the resolu- 
tion he moved at the last general meeting to the effect that the defects 
of the system were fundamental. Yet, when they had all the counties 


together in November last, when the provincial law societies met the | 


council in London, they put forward a reeolution that all the amend 
ments recommended by the report of the Royal Commission should be 
paceed into law, so that they could see what effect that would have 
upon the matter. Thus the council were saying at one time that the 
recommendations of the Royal Commiseion could not remove the funda 
mental defects of the eyetem, and at the same time they were recom- 
mending in November that th recommendations should be passed 
into law. That was moet inconsistent and most unfortunate. It 
enabled the authorities to say that the council did not know their 
own minds—that they said one thing one day and another another 
day. The only practicable course for the council to adopt was to put 
their foot down firmly and say the defects were fundamental, and 
that no amount of tinkering could ever make the system a workable 
system in this country. If the council were to take up that attitude 
they would be able to appeal to the authorities and say that was the 
view of the profession. As he was coming to the meeting a solicitor 
told him that he registered last week a transfer of a mortgage for 
£3,000, and, simply becauee it was on the register, he had to pay 
£9 fees for it. Why should they be fined to that extent? What did 
the registry do for it? Simply made an entry, which any office boy 
could do. Yet they were abl to charge an ad valorem duty of 
7 per cent Practically all his clients who understood the ‘sub 
ject were dead against the registry, and if they had their will they 
would abolish it. Every member of the council must know that that 
was the feeling which existed. The public were paying £50,000 a 
year to keep the office going, an office which did not do an atom of 
good and simply complicated titles. The council knew that the Lord 
Chancellor said something must be done, and that seemed to have 
affected their minds so that they felt that they must have some sort 
of officialism. He was strongly in favour of a registry of deeds, and 
if such a syetem were instituted it would be falling in line with every 
civilised country in the world, with the exception of Germany. All 
other countries conveyed their property by deed supplemented by a 
registry of deeds. That syetem wae in force in Scotland and in every 
other country, and that was what should be done. There should be 
a register to record deeds, but that was entirely different from the 
practice of a registry of title. Under the registry of deeds the people 
themselves prepared the deeds. Of course occasionally there were com- 
plicated titles, but there would be complicated titles whatever registry 
wae in force. Ninety-five per cent. of the titles went through almost 
automatically. Every solicitor knew it in his office practice, but, be- 
cause the authorities said something must be done, the council, parrot- 
like, echoed their cry. Of couree they were absolutely opposed to the 
existing registry of title, but they said, ‘‘ introduce another system of 
registry of title.’’ The public did not understand the difference be- 
tween the registry which existed and that for which the council were 
asking. If they once had a registry of titles they would gay it was 
only the difference between tweedledum and tweedledee. Lord Cairns 
was the greatest conveyancer of his day, and he had eet up a system 
in 1881 which was entirely eatict act ry, and there was nobody present 
who would eay that it did not work admirably in every way. If that 
were supplemented by a regis stry of deeds, there would be everything 
that was needed. He ventured to hope that the council would back 
up their opinions in the proper way, and not simply say that some- 


thing should be done, 





Coittectinc Dests on CoMMISSION. 


Mr. F. Brinstey Harper (London) asked the council when they ex- 
pected to iesue their report on the legality of solicitors collecting debts 
on commission, and how they proposed to make it known to the 
profeesion ? 

The Presipent said that the matter was under the consideration of 
the council. He could only say that they were not at the moment 
able to report upon the matter. It was one of very great difficulty—a 
matter which they must deal with with patience and caution. The 
subject was not being neglected. He did not like to say more at the 
moment. He thought the council were unanimous in that they did 
not want to eay anything hostile. He thought he might say at once 
that they were endeavouring to obtain information as to the practice, 
not only in London, but in other parts of the country, and at present 
they had not got all that they wanted. 

Mr. Brinstey Harper asked how the council proposed to make it 
known to the profession ? 

The Presitpent said that he took it it would be in the ordinary 
way—by report to a general meeting. 

Business IN THE Kina’s Bencu Division. 
Mr. Forp said he quite agreed with Mr. Rubinstein that the 
nembers were very muck. indebted to the council for the large amount 

of time and attention they had given voluntarily to the laborious work 
connected with the profession. Certainly, he admitted that the annual 
report was very interecting compared with others which had gone 
before. But he noticed that one very important matter had been left 
out of the report; he wondered whether the council had left it out 
deliberately or by inadvertence. There were two vacancies in the 
King’s Bench Division—one judge had died and another had retired. 
Che members were all familiar with the report of the Joint Committee 
of the two Houses of Parliament, which was unanimous in recommend 
ing the appointment of two additional judges, and they were very 
quickly appointed on that report. He could imagine the excuee, if 
one were necessary, which would be made by the council. They would 
say that there was a reeervation that, should further vacancies occur, 
they should not be filled up except ‘under special circumstances. If 
the council would make themselves acquainted with the facts of the 


| case they would eee that there was an urgent necessity for filling up 


the vacancies, not only in the intereet of the profession, but of the 
public and the suitors. Thoee who had taken the trouble of looking 
at the cauee lists in the King’s Bench Division would know that when 
Easter sittings began there was a considerable arrear, and that when 
Trinity sittings began there was a etill larger accumulation. Let th 

look now at the number of cases awaiting trial, and remembet that 
the courts would be closed from the Ist of August until Octobe: 
When the Michaelmas sittings began there would be a great arrear of 


| business in the King’s Bench Division. They must make allowan 


for mere politicians, and, although they felt a great regard for co 


| august a pereon as the Lord Chancellor, he was a mere politician and 


was obliged to conform to the requirements of the Government; but 
it was the imperative duty of the society, composed of profe ssional 
men and officers of the court—a fact of which they had been lately 
reminded by a distinguished member of the Government—it was their 
duty, in the interest of the suitors, to eee that the courts were well 
supplied with judges to transact the legal businecs of the country when 
such business was waiting to be transacted. He urged that the council 
should take a firm stand on this important question. They heard about 
the loss that was caused by the delay which took place, and, as a 
society, they were quite entitled, indeed it was their duty to tli 
public to give expression to their opinion on the matter. He hopéd 
that the council would see their way to make some representation to 
the Government and the Lord Chancellor upon it. The present Lor 
Chancellor, when Mr. Haldane, was a member of the Joint Com 
mittee which unanimously recommended the appointment of the two 
additional judges, and, being now Lord Chancellor, he thought 
council could very well go to him and urge him to fill up the two exist 
ing vacancies. 
Unquatirizp Persons. 

With reference to certificates of naturalisation, he could remember the 

time when the necessary work was done by solicitors only. It was now 


| being done by anybody, and there was no protection for the profession. 


How the thing got through was a mystery, and what was going on 
behind the scenes by unqualified persons one did not know. 
Antictep Cierks—Covunty Courts. 

He was very glad to see that the number of men who were entering 
into articles wasdecreasing. It was something for congratulation. It 
did not matter to the older men in the profession, but there were 4 
large number of young men to be considered. It was very undesirable 
that the profession should continue to be, as it had been, very seriously 
overcrowded. He was also very glad to see that the council had dealt 
with the subject of business in the county courts ; but solicitors did not 
all practise in the county courts, and some of them, at all events, were 
interested in the business in other courts of justice. Some suggestions 
were set out in the appendix with regard to the education of articled 
clerks by a committee which met to consider the subject, which he 
thought remarkably interesting, and he hoped the council would take 
the broad view of those suggestions. It was an excellent suggestion 
that, as far as it could be made practicable, there should be a term of 
five years under articles, one year of which should be devoted to 4 
university ¢ cation. The members were, as he had said, much 
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indebted to the council, and should net criticise them too severely, and 
he hoped he should not leave an unfavourable opinion of them by his 
remarks. 

The Prestpent observed that he might say at once that all the 
members of the council felt the importance of the appointment oi 
judges to fill the vacancies in the King’s Bench Division. The only 
question was as to what was the best way, the most prudent way, of 
making their wishes known. There might be a difference of opinion 
as to the mode; but they were all agreed upon the subject, and the 
council would endeavour to express their opinion when they had an 
opportunity of doing so on what seemed to them to be the best plan. 
He then put the motion, which was carried. 

WomMeEN AS BARRISTERS AND SOLICITORS. 

Mr. Epwarp A. Bett (London) had given notice, ‘‘ To ask the Presi 
dent whether or not the Council will give its support to the Bill now 
before Parliament to enable women to become barristers, solicitors or 
Parliamentary agents (Legal Profession—Admission of Women).”’ 

The Presipent said he thought the matter might be disposed of by 
saying that the Bill was withdrawn, and that there was consequently 
nothing to report. 

Mr. Betz said the Bill was not withdrawn, though it had been 
dropped. He understood that it was not coming on this session. It 
had passed the second reading, and would be re-introduced next session. 
He would ask the question as it stood on the notice paper. He might 
add that the name of a very estimable member of the council, Mr. 
J. W. Hills, the member for Durham, appeared on the Bill as one of 
its supporters. 

The Presipent said that he could only say that the council had not 
come to a conclusion upon the subject. They thought that, when the 
Bill came before Parliament, and was actively proceeding, it would 
be time enough for them to decide with regard to it. It was not a 
matter in which there would probably be unanimity of opinion; but 
that would be the time when they should decide what course should be 
adopted. 

Mr. Bett asked whether. arising out of that answer, he might take 
it that the council preserved an open mind on the subject. 

The Present said he would rather not speak upon the minds of all 
the council. He had given Mr. Bell a hint that the opinions of the 
individual members were not altogether identical, and he should think 
that that really answered his question. 

Mr. Bett said he would give notice that on a fitting occasion he 
should move a resolution calling upon the society to support the Bill 
which was now before Parliament. 

Mr. Forp said he should like to give notice that on that occasion he 
should bring forward an amendment to get rid of the subject altogether. 





A Member asked whether he might take it that the council were 
divided in opinion on the subject? 

The Presipent said he had said quite enough. He did not want to 
talk about a matter which had not been dealt with at present in any 
detail by the council. 


OrriciaL SHORTHAND WRITERS. 


Mr. Brinstry Harper moved, in accordance with notice :—‘‘1. That 
in the opinion of the Law Society it is desirable that official shorthand 
writers should be appointed in all courts of justice. 2. That any party 
to any proceedings (and, with the consent of a master, any other person) 
shall be entitled to obtain copies of the said notes or any part or parts 

them on payment of such fees as shall be fixed by H.M. Treasury. 
3. That a copy of these two resolutions be sent to the Lord Chancellor, 
the judgee, and the Bar Council.’’ He said that Lord Justice Williams, 
ina pecent judgment said : ‘‘I should myself very much prefer that in 

ilthe courts, as at present in the Divorce Court, there should be an 
ficial shorthand writer, a copy of whose nétes every litigant should be 
entitled to have at a price which he could reasonably be expected to 
pay.’ This was a subject of which the society ought to take some 
notice. It was a very strange thing that Lord Justice Vaughan Wil- 
liams should have mentioned only one court as having an official short- 
hand writer. There were two other courts—namely, the Central 
Criminal Court, and also the City of London County Court, under the 
jurisdiction of the City Corporation, where shorthand notes of all cases 
were officially taken. They all knew in practice that in every important 
case it was really necessary to have a shorthand writer’s note taken, 
and, «o far as the lower branch of the profession was concerned, it was 
vell known that the cost of so doing was a very serious matter, not 
mly for the client, but for the solicitor, because he might be saddled 
vith the cost himself sometimes, as not having had proper authority 
from the client, and not having warned him, so that the cost might be 
disallowed on taxation, and the solicitor might have to pay it. That 
was a position in which the solicitor ought not to be put, and it seemed 
to him that the seciety ought to take some action to prevent that being 
the case. A great deal was heard about the delay which took place in 
hearing cases, and he wae not eure that, if an official shorthand 
writers’ department were maintained, the appointment of at least one 
judge might not be rendered unnecessary. It was very important that 
in all large cases a shorthand note should be taken. Patent cases would 
take double the length of time if the evidence were not taken down so 
that the judge could have a transcription given to him. 

The Prestpent said that if Mr. Brinsley Harper would move a 
resolution referring it to the council to consider the matter, and bring 
up a report, the council would accept it, 
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Mr. Brinstey Harper said that the difficulty was that when a matter 
was referred in that way the members never heard anything more about 
it. He had some time ago brought up the question whether solicitors 
might collect rents on commission, and the council had not yet reported. 
They said they wanted information about terms and conditions in 
different parts of England He did not care about that: he urged that 
the Law Society should lay down the terms and conditions. But, of 
course, the members could not go against the council, and he would 
fall in with the suggestion of the president ; but he should like to add 
that the report should be brought up at the next general meeting. 


The PrRestpent said the council would report as soon as they could. 


Mr. Brinstey Harper said he would alter the motion so as to refer | 


the matter to the council for consideration and report. 

Mr. Patrick SuHaw (London) seconded the motion. 

The Presipent said the motion was accepted by the council. 

Mr. RuBINSsTEIN proposed a vote of thanks to the president, 
the members of the council, and everybody connected with the work of 
the society. The annual meeting was the only opportunity the members 
had of placing on record their indebtedness to the council. 

Mr. Parrick Suaw seconded the motion, and it was carried. 


also to 





Society of Public Teachers of Low. 

The annual general meeting of this society was held on the afternoon 
of Friday, the 5th inst. (by permission of the Treasurer and Masters of 
the Bench), in the Parliament Chamber of the Middle Temple. There 
was a large attendance 

The report of the general committee for the year 1911-12, which 
indicated a prosperous condition, both as to numbers and finance, 
having been adopted, and various questions having been answered by 
the officers of the society, the retiring president (Dr. Blake Odgers, 
K.C.) delivered his presidential address. He drew a distinction be 
tween the teaching of law which was necessary and proper at a Uni 
versity, and that which was required before the student could com 
mence to practise professionally. The former would naturally be more 
scientific, more academic, and more historical; while the latter would 
have to deal with procedure and other practical matters, and would 
mainly treat of the law as it stands at the present day. No man could 
be a thorough lawyer unless he knew both the history of our law and 
the law of the present day. But the two studies should be kept dis 
tinct, else the student will confuse what was law in the reign of 
Elizabeth with what is the law now. The theoretical study of law 
should precede the practical. He welcomed the suggestion contained 
in the recent report of the Law Society, which recommended that 
student who had attended for one year at a recognised school of law 
and passed a satisfactory examination there, should be excused one 
year of his articles. With the same object, the Bar Examination was 
; » that a student might run up to town and take a paper in 
certain subjects while he was still at the university, though he did not 
always avail himself of this privile ge. The spe aker then proceeded t 
express his views as to the proper method of studying law both before 
and after a student had entered an Inn of Court. 

At the conclusion of the president's address, the election of officers 
for the year 1912-13 was held, and resulted in the unanimous choice of 
Sir John Macdonell as president, Dr. Henry Bond as vice-president, 
Mr. Harold D. Hazeltine as treasurer, and Mr. Edward Jenks as 


arranged 8I 


honorary secret iry. 

The meeting then proceeded to discuss the reply of the Council of the 
Law Society to the teport on the Education of the Articled Clerk 
adopted by the society last year. On the motion of Sir Alfred Hop 
kinson, seconded by Dr. Pearce Higgins, the meeting unanimously 
passed a resolution expressing its general concurrence in the views of 
the Council of the Law Society, and its desire to work in co-operation 
with the council. 

After the adjournment for tea, Professor P. F. Girard, of the 
University of Paris, read a paper on “‘ The Teaching of Roman Law 
in 1912." After dwelling on the various causes which had combined 
to diminish the importance of Roman law as a practical or professional 
study, Professor Girard pointed out the apparently inconsistent fact 
that the interest in Roman law throughout Europe remained as great 
as ever. This fact he attributed to the value of Roman law, (a) as an 
essential preliminary to the understanding of modern systems; (b) as 
the best foundation for the teaching of modern law; (c) as a rich field 
of historical and textual speculation. 

The paper was cordially received, and, after speeches of appreciation 
bv Professor Goudy and Mr. de Zulueta (Reader in Roman Law at 
Oxford), a hearty vote of thanks to the reader of the paper was passed 
with acclamation 

After a long discussion on private business, the meeting closed with 


a vote of thanks to the Benchers of the Middle Temple for their 


hospitality. 





The Law Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the directors was held on Thureday, 
the 4th inst., Mr. F. T. Birdwood in the chair. The other directors 
present were Mr. P. W. Chandler, Mr. F. W. Emery, Mr. J. W. C. 
Frere, Mr. S. H. Gardiner, Mr. C. F. Leighton, Mr. P. E. Marshall, 
Mr. J. E. W. Rider, Mr. Mark Waters, Mr, Woodhouse, and the 


of relief to deserving cases; a new member was elected, and other 
general business transacted. 





Sclicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of the above 
association was held at the Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London, 
on the 10th inst., Mr. R. 8. Taylor in the chair, the other directors 

| present being Sir Henry J. Johnson and Messrs. W. C. Blandy 
(Reading), T. S. Curtis, A. Davenport, W. Dowson, T. Dixon (Chelms- 
ford), H. Fulton (Salisbury), W. E. Gillett, C. Goddard, W. H. Gray, 
L. W. North Hickley, C. G. May, Maurice A. Tweedie, and W. M. 
Walters. A sum of £1,230 was distributed in grants of relief, six 
new members were admitted, and other general business transacted. 


Fae Mr. E. E. Barron. The sum of £249 was voted in grante 
; 








Law Students’ Journal. 


The Law Society. 
STUDENTSHIPS, 1912. 

The Council, acting on the recommendation of the Legal Education 
Committee, has made the following award of studentships, of the 
annual value of £40 each, renewable at the discretion of the Council, 
subject to the conditions prescribed in the regulations :— 

Crass A. 
(Candidates under 19 who have obtained distinction in the Preliminary 
Examination.) 

Mr. Artuur Stmpson Fettows [Mr. Fellows was educated at Wol- 
verhampton Grammar School, and is articled with Mr. Rowland 
Tildesley, of Willenhall and Bileton.] 

Mr. Evetyn Lovett Hewrrr [Mr. Hewitt was educated at King’s 
School, Bruton, and Repton School, and is articled with Mr. F. A. P, 
Sylvester, of Trowbridge.] 








Crass B. 
(Articled clerks having at least three years to serve.) 

Mr. Wirtt1Am Noet Hazarp, articled with Mr. R. C. Mayhew, of 
Lowestoft; and an ‘‘additional’’ studentship under Regulation 3 to 
Mr. Joun CHARLESWORTH, articled with Mr. W. W. Gibson, of New- 
castle-upon-T yne, 

Crass C. 
(Articled clerks having at least two years to serve.) 

Mr. Anprew Barrie, articled with Mr. J. W. Robson, of Man- 
chester. 

The examiners report that the essay written by Mr. Noet, Fosxerr, 
articled with Mr. W. G. Waller, of Bromley, Kent, is deserving of 
special mention. 


5th July, 1912. 


By order of the Council, 
8. P. B. Bucknit, Secretary. 





The Law Soc ‘ety. 
P INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION. 

The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) 
were successful at the Intermediate Examination held on 19th and 
20th June, 1912. 

A candidate is not obliged to take both parts of the Examination at 
the same time. 

First Ctass. 
Page, Alfred Cecil Dudley. 
toberts, Samuel Pugh. 
Turner, Harold Keynes. 
Watts, Alfred Gordon. 
Whitley, Henry. 
PAssep. 


Arkell, Frank Joseph. Lee, John Kenneth. 

Bastide, Ernest Percival. Lo, Man Wai. 

Burgess, Thomas Walton. Mander, Thomas Goddard. 
Coleman, George Frederick. Marsden, Harold Holden. 
Davies, Reginald de Mornay. Marshall, John Theobald. 

De Wolff, Charles Esmond. Mason, Reginald Charles Richard. 
Dickinson, Henry Allason. Millard, William Kelson James. 
Dickinson, John Robert. Moore, Robert Brown. 

Felton, John Herbert. Oakley, Robert Edwin. 
Fountain, John Alfred Arnott. Park, Albert Barton. 

Greig, Ian Borthwick. Philipson, Ernest Clyde. 
Hambleton, William. Pickles, Arthur. 

Heath, Laurence Haddon. Platt, Edward Arthur, B.A., 
Hickey, Denis. (Cantab.). 

Howarth, Fred Greenwood. Rhodes, Herbert Harpham. 
Hughes, Sam. Richards, Roland Thomas. 

Hume, Raymond Delaforce. Russell, Percy Ernest. 

Jones, Hugh Bird. Scott, William Allan. 


Bell, Sydney James. 

Gabriel, John Ernest. 

Gill, Sanderson Henry Briggs. 
Inskipp, Leslie. 

Moore, George William. 





| Lake, Arthur Bernard Marshall. Shaffer, Bernard Louis, 
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Shaw, Francis Joseph Marshall. 
Sidebothom, Gerald. 

Skrine Walter Vivian Douglas. 
Snowball, John Stanley. 
Stephenson, Percy Harold. 
Sullivan, Herbert Benedict. 
Swale, Thomas. 

Talbot, Rupert Kershaw. 
Tarelli, Charles Camp. 

Terry, Laurence Breton. 


Thomas, John Antron. 
Thomas, John Hugh. 
Toovey, Cecil Wotton. 
Turner, William Jervis. 
Underwood, Harold Henry. 
Veneer, William James. 
Westropp, Berkelev George 
Wiley, Terence John. 
Worthington, Frederick. 
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Adam, Charles Clements. 

Appleyard, Edward Elston. 

Arkle, Benjamin. 

Arnold, Edward Gladwin. 

Barnes, George Millard. 

Bird, William. 

Cartmel, Alec. 

Cleave, Stanley William. 

Cohan, Edward Molyneux, B.A., 
(Oxon.) 

Corke, Nigel Arthur. 

Cuthbertson, John William. 

Daniels, Douglas Archibald. 

Davies, Fairfax Llewellyn. 

De Rougement, Gerald 
Alexander, B.A. (Oxon.). 

Dell, Reginald Gregory. 

Donovan, Jeremiah. 

Dowding, Kenneth Townley, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Edmondson, Cyril Arthur. 

Elsworth, Frederick Leslie. 

Essenhigh, Harry Streeter. 

Evans-Vaughan, Reginald Wynne. 

Fawcett, Geoffrey. 

Foers, Hardwicke Kenyon. 

Ford, William Allin. 

Fryer, James Whaley. 

Grant, Norman Stanley. 

Harvey, George Jordens. 

Hatcher, Walter Ernest. 

Hobson, Leonard Cyril Carrington. 

Hodding, Henry Ellis . 

Jackson, Howard Murray. 

Jobling, Thomas Ernest. 

Jones, Herbert Trevor. 

Jones, John Edgar. 

Jowett, Colin Joseph Patrick Cad- 
walladwr. 

Kaye, Sidney Herbert. 

Lewis, William Lester. 

Lloyd, William Reginald. 

No. of Candidates 


Lisle 


Mackay, Kenneth. 

Macintosh, Ronald Charles. 

MecNorton, Ernest William. 

Major, Ronald _ Everitt, 
(Oxon.). 

Metcalfe, Frederick William, B.A. 
(Cantab.). 

Moilliet, Scott Trevor. 

Morgan, Bertram William Price. 

Nash, Henry Herbert. 

Needham, Eglin, B.A. (Cantab.). 

Nicholson, Leslie Walter. 

Nunn, Ronald Lloyd,’ B.A. 
(Oxon.). 

Oddy, Sydney John. 

Osborne, Harold John. 

Packman, Cyril William Gregory 
Vance. 

Pain, Nigel Squarey. 

Parker, Trevor James 
Baron. 

Payne, John Annesley. 

Pilgrim Harold Stephen. 

Read, Ralph Irving, B.A. 
tab.). 

Satterthwaite, Reginald Edward, 
B.A. (Oxon.). 

Seymour-Stephenson, Selwyn. 

Shawe, Harold Lancaster. 

Shearman, Walter West. 

Slade, Frank. 

Southgate, Compton. 

Stapylton-Smith, Henry Miles. 

Thicknesse, Raymond Samuel. 

Thomas, Arthur Latimer. 

Thomas, Ivor Akers. 

Ward, David Ernest. 

Wayman, Clare. 

Webb, George Roderick. 

Wilson, Bassett FitzGerald, B.A. 
(Cantab.). 

Winterton, Herbert George. 

230. Passed 141. 


B.A. 


Mordaunt 


(Can- 
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Armatys, Cecil Hugh. 

Baker, John Harry: 

Barber, Geoffrey Carew. 

Bloomer, Hugh Sudell. 

Burrows, Arthur Cecil. 

Burrows, John. 

Cadman, Joseph Frederick. 

Carver, Alfred Cedric. 

Catlow, Walter Noel. 

Charles, William Rawlinson. 

Charlesworth, William. 

Clegg, Frank Cecil, B.A. (Oxon.). 

Cosgrove, Norman Reseigh. 

Court, William. 

Cox, Dudley B.A. 
(Oxon.). 

Cox, John Ernest. 

Crabtree, James Parker. 

Craik, Thomas Edgar. 

Crowther. Philip Main. 

Davies, Philip Edgar. 

— ee Ralph Percy Ferdin- 
and. 

Dixey, Arthur Carlyne Niven. 

Ducksbury, Orlando Harry. 

Duff, Douglas Garden, B.A. 
(Cantab.). 

Eastley, John Edward. 

Feather, John . 

Finch, James Bass. 

Fovargue, Reginald West. 

Foy, wr “oo 
me, Arthur Kingsley, 
LL.B. (Cantab.). _ 


Alfred, 


B.A., 


PortTION ONLY. 


Gamlin, Alexander Gilbert. 

Gill, Basil Every. 

Goss, Hubert John. 

Gowland, Thomas Stockton. 

Graves, Arthur Glendower. 

Hall, Cecil William. 

Hall, Ernest Jesse. 

Hallett, Leonard James. 

Hanson, Walter Herbert. 

Hardman, Philip Leycester. 

Harrison, Edward Cayley, B.A. 
(Oxon.). . 

Harrison, Thomas Dalkin, B.A. 
(Oxon.). 

Henderson, Gordon Alfred. 

Holmes, Cyril Ernest Jackson. 

Holyoake, Arthur Valentine. 

Hopkins, Henry. 

Isard, Cyril Bickford. 

King, Thomas Charles. 

Lambert, Geoffrey Fontaine. 

Langley, Colin Kendall, 
(Oxon.). 

Law, Edgar Raymond. 

Lawrence, Colin Hudson. 

Lawrence, Idwal Thomas 

Lee, Charles Wiliam. 

Letherbv, Arnold 

Lewis, David Godfrev. 

Lewis, Roger. 

Liddle, Percy Henry. 

Linder, Sam, 

Linter, George. 

Litchfield, Cecil, 


B.A. 


Lyons, Abraham Montague. 

Maingot, Elliot Francis. 

Mainprice, Francis Henry. 

Marsh, Robert Preston. 

Mason, Charles Edwin. 

Medd, Edward Nesbitt, 
(Oxon.) . 

+ Medwin, Herbert, B.A., 
(Cantab.). 

Merrett, Edward Lewis. 

Mole, Gerald Chamberlain. 

Morgan, Edward Stanley Parker. 

New, Frank Ossian Walter, B.A. 
(Cantab.). 

Newstead, Cecil. 

Nield, Douglas Harold. 

Owen, Gorwel. 

Passey, John. 

Pearson, Hugh 
(Oxon.). 

Pengelly, 

Philipson, 
(Cantab.). 

Price, Charles Frederick Tempest. 

Pritchett, Theodore Beal. 

Relph, Mark. 

Reynolds, David. 

Richards, William John. 

Rozelaar, Samuel Louis. 

Shepherd, Thomas Morgan. 

Sherman, Alfred. 


B.A. 
LL.B. 


Watson, B.A., 
Ivan Reginald. 


Myles Roland, B.A. 


No. 


of Candidates 


1912. 


Abel, Bertram Albert. 

Adams, Arthur Joseph. 

Adams, Leslie Horace. 

Anderson, Albert John Gordon, 
B.A. (Oxon.). 

Ashton, Henry Oswald. 

Aste, Norman Henry. 

Badham, Percy. 

Badshah, Cecil Pierson. 

Ballantyne, James Allan. 

Barnes, George Herbert Leonard. 

Barrand, Walter Arthur. 

Bath, Sydney Howard. 

Batley, Charles Gurson. 

Beal, Leonard Frank. 

Behn, George Alfred Oswald. 

Benson, Henry Laurence. 

Blackham, Walter James. 

Blandy, William Edward Moeran, 
B.A. (Oxon.). 

Blinkhorn, Robert Howard. 

Booth, Allen Leyland. 

Borrie, Stanley. 

Bracher, Guy. 

Briggs. John James. 

Britcliffe, Frank. 

Brocklehurst, Thomas 
B.A., LL.B. (Cantab.). 

Bromley, John Harry. 

Brook, Herbert William. 

Brown, Henry Oswald, 
(London). 

Browne, Alexander. 

Buckmaster, Charles Allen. 

Burr, Henry James. 

Burra, Septimus Henry, 
(Oxon.). 

Calderwood, John Lindow, B.A., 
LL.B. (Cantab.). 

Carroll, Revis. 

Chadwick, Charles Robert, 
(Cantab.). 

Chamberlain, Oswald Leo. 

Chapman, Horace. 

Clarke, Robert Benson. 

Clutterbuck, Maurice Isacke, 

Colbourne, Geoffrey. 


Pownall, 


LL.B. 


B.A., 


B.A. 





Coleman, Clarence Watkins, 


By order of 


Slaughter, Arthur, B.A. (Can- 
tab.). 

Spiers, George. 

Stanton, Harold Westwood, B.A. 
(London). 

Strelitskie, David Louis. 

Sturt, Gerald Lionel. 

Sweet, Gerald Herbert Leslie. 

Talbot, Bertram George. 

Taylor, Samuel John. 

Thornton, Harold, B.A. (Cantab.). 

Trenfield, Reginald Blair. 

Vaughan, Reginald Bowman, B.A. 
(Cantab. ). 

Vincent, William Morris. 

Vowles, Cecil William Grenville. 

Waggett. John Leslie, M.A. 
(Oxon.). 

Ward, Thomas Ottiwell, 
(Liyerpool). 

Wayne, Francis Harold. 

Wilkins, Vernon Spencer. 

Williams, Godfrey Edgar Mostyn. 

Williams, William Emyr, LL.B. 
(Wales). 

Williamson. John Maurice, B.A., 
LL.B. (Cantab.). 
Wood, Sydney George. 

Woolland, John. 
Worlock, Montague 
Marsac Mathew. 

Wurzal, Joseph. 


258. 


LL.M. 


Henry de 


Paesed 111. 


the council 


8S. P. B. Bucknit, Secretary. 
Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London, W.C., 5th July, 1912. 


FINAL EXAMINATION 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) 
were successful at the Final Examination held on 17th and 18th June, 


Conway-Jones, Huw. 
Cooper, Geoffrey Herbert. 
Cooper, Hubert Victor. 
Crouch, Guy Robert. 
Crundwell, Ernest Frederic. 
Dann, William Leighton. 
Dewhirst, Frederic William. 
Dodd, Charles Leonard. 
Dust, Frank William. 
Earnshaw, Neville. 
Edmondson, Harry. 
Evans, Bernard, 
(Cantab.). 
Evans, Walter Vaughan. 
Fache, Gorden Lancaster Mouant- 
ford. 
Fenton, John. 
Field, David. 
Fisher, George William. 
Fletcher, John Douglas. 
Fyffe, John James. 
Garrett, Charles Herbert. 
Gibb, Paul, B.A., LL.B. 
tab.). 
Gibbs, 
(Oxon.). 
Gibson, Geoffrey 
(Oxon.). 
Gibson, Reginald. 
Goldsmith, Henry 
(Cantab.). 
Gomm, William. 
Graham, Arthur Cyril. 
Green, Cecil John Tindell. 
Green, William Edward. 
Gummer, Herbert Ingram, 
(Oxon.). 
Guy, Henwood, B.A. (Cantab.). 
Habgood, Francis Ernest Chapple. 
Hacker, Norman. 
Hailey, John Collison. 
Harding, Clive Scotland. 
Ham, Maurice’ Evan, 
(Oxon.). 
Hargreaves, Harry. 
Harris, Evan Arthur. 
Harrison, D’'Esney William. 
Harrison, James Entwistle, 


B.A., LL.B. 


(Can 


Herbert M.A. 


Gray, 


Currey, B.A. 


Mills, B.A. 


B.A. 


B.A. 
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Harrop, Frederick Hardy. 

Hartley, 
(Oxon.). 

Harvey, Frederick William. 

Hatwell, Alfred John. 

Heal, John Guy. 

Helliwell, Henry Davenport. 

Hemming, Francis William, B.A. 
(Oxon. ). 

Henty, Edwin 
(Cantab. ). 

Hill, Murray Victor Burrow, B.A. 
(Oxon. ). 

Holdsworth, Vavasour Mervyn. 

Holford, William Philip. 

Hollick, Fercy Hood. 

Hooper, Albert Charles. 

Horrocks, Alfred Heaton. 

Hughes, Allan Gibson. 

Hughes, 
(Liverpool). 

Hulton, Roger Braddyll 

Humbert, Ernest Graham John 
ston, B.A. (Oxon.) 

Hunt, Edgar Walter 

Hunt, Jack. 

Hunter, Richard Jocelyn, B.A. 
(Oxon.). 

Jackson, Francis James Gidlow. 

Jackson, Walter Wilberforce. 


Claude, B.A. 


Jesson, Robert Wilfred Fairey, 


B.A. (Oxon.). 

Jones, Albert 
LL.B. (Cantab.). 

Keer, Joseph Ibbotron. 

King, Harry Trevor . 

Lambert, Norman Forster. 

Lavender, Franklin. 

Lewis, William Pitt 

Lindsay, Rollo Christison. 

Lingard, John 
(Cantab.). 

Lk wellyn, Fred 

Longbourne, William Louis Jen 
nings. 

Longstaffe, Victor Charles Ham 
ilton, B.A. (Cantab.). 

Lord, Albert Reginald. 

Lowther, Harold Roy. 

Lumb, Sam. 

McLean, Thomas Wilson. 

Malcolm, Archibald. 

Manlove, 
B.A. (Oxon.). 

Mawer, Edward Stanley. 

Merivale, John 
(Oxon.). 

Metcalfe, Cuthbert Percy. 


Victor, B.A., 


Minshull, Francis Cecil, LL.M. 


(Liverpool). 
Mitchell, Walter Irwin. 
Morgan, Arnold John. 
Morten, Galbraith 
Msimang, Richard William. 


Munsey, Laurence George Hens 


man. 
Nicholson, Robert William. 
Nicholson, William Henry. 
O’Connor, Denis Harrington. 
Overell, Leslie Dean. 
Patterson, Harry Whitby. 
Peirs, Hugh John 

B.A. (Oxon.). 
Pettitt, Arthur. 
Peycke, John Henry. 
Pierson, Alan Roach 


Christopher, B.A. 


Percy Bartlett, LL.B. 


Reginald, M.A. 


Leonard Cecil Tong, 


William, B.A. 


Chevallier, 


Reeves, Richard Mervyn Edmund, 
B.A. (Oxon.). 

Rennoldson, Henry Francis, B.A., 
LL.B. (Cantab.). 

Roberts, Stanley Boyd. 

Robinson, Frederick Vivash. 

Robinson, John Cyril Charles 
Henry, B.A. (Cantab.). 

Robson, Edward Moore. 

Royle, Hugh. 

Russell, Vincent. 

Rustomjee, Basil Donald. 

Ruston, Philip Augustus Sower 
by. 

Samson, Augustus Conway. 

Sandeman, Sydney Robert, B.A. 
(Oxon.). 

Scott, Francis Gerald. 

Scougal, Kenneth Hirst, B.A., 
LL.B. (Caatab.). 

Scrimgeour, Geoffrey 
B.A. (Cantab.). 

Shearn, Erroll David. 

Sherwin, Charles Ernest. 

Smith, Jeffery Peter Frederick 
Hanworth, B.A. (Cantab.). 

Smith, John William. 

Smith, Laurence Butler,, B.A. 
(Oxon.). 

Solomon, Robert Bernard, LL.B. 
(London). 
Speeden, Alan 
(Liverpool). 

Stevens, George Eric. 

Steward, Norman Frederick. 

Stinson, Henry John Edwin, 
M.A., LL.B. (Cantab.). 

Stocker, Gordon List Trelawney. 

Styer, Wilfred Henry, B.A. 
(Oxon. ). 

Sutton, Alfred Walter. 

Tanfield, Arthur Reginald. 

Tatham, Cautley, B.A. (Oxon.). 

Taylor, James. 

Tee, Herbert Stanley. 

Terry, Smith. 

Thrupp, Raymond Melville. 

Trasler, Frank. 

Trickett, Cedric Hallam. 

Turner, Albert Ernest. 

Turner, Frank. 

Verney, Douglas George. 

Walker, Charles Valentine, B.A. 
(Cantab.). 

Walker, Charles Vivian. 

Wallace, William. 

Ward, Ernest Henry. 

Ward, Francis Welsford, B.A. 
(Oxon.). 
Ward, Harold 
(Oxon.). 

Waterer, Clarence Roy, B.A., 
LL.B. (Cantab.). 

Watson, Thomas Clifford, B.A. 
(Cantab.). 

Way, Leslie Bolitho. 

Wells, Re ginald Henry. 
Westbrook, John. 

White, Reginald Frankland. 
Whittle, John. 

Williams, Charles James, B.A. 
(Cantab. ). 

Williams, LL.B. 
(London). 

Williams, Thomas Dawkin Wind 
sor. 

Williams, William Jones. 


Cameron, 


Knowles, LLB. 


Austin, B.A. 


Harold Beck, 


Pitt-Lewis, George Francis, B.A. Willmott, Frederick William. 


(Oxon.). 
Plowman, Leonard. 
Pye-Smith, Talbot 
Baines, B.A., LL.B. (Cantab.). 
Pym, Frederick Crampton. 
No. of Candidates 


Edward 


Wilson, Christopher Munkhouse. 
Wippell, Donald 
(Oxon.). 
Wood, Henry Stanley. 
Woulfe, Gerald Lascelles. 


252. Passed ... 205. 


By order of the council, 


S. P. B. Buckntty, Secretary. 


Law Society's Hall, Chancery-lane, London, W.C., 5th July, 1912. 








The Bankruptcy Bill was read a third time in the House of Lords 


on the 4th inst., and passed, 


Hugh, B.A. 


Obituary. 
Mr. R. D. Yelverton. 


The death occurred on the 5th inst., at Folkestone, of Mr. Roger Daw- 
son Yelverton, barrister-at-law, aged sixty-seven. Mr. Yelverton was 
born on the 15th of June, 1845, the only son of Mr. Roger Dawson, of 
Berkhampstead, and educated at Rugby and Magdalen, Oxford. His 
name was originally Yelverton Dawson, but he reversed this order. 
He was called, to the bar at the Middle Temple in 1869, and went the 
South-Eastern Circuit. He acted for a few years as deputy judge of 
the West London county courts, and was Chief Justice of the Bahamas 
from 1890 to 1895, when he returned to this country and resumed 
practice at the bar. He took an active part in the agitation for the 
establishment of a court for the revision of sentences in criminal cases, 
and became chairman of the League of Criminal Appeal. He was 
naturally, therefore, much interested in various caees which attracted 
a great deal of public attention at the time, including the Beck case 
and the Edalji case. He married in 1872 Ellen, daughter of Mr. James 
Lawrence, of Park Hill, Lancs. . 








Legal News. 
Appointment. 


Mr. Cuartes Leopotp Samson, of 6, Austin Friars, E.C., and 31, 
Booth-street, Manchester, the newly-elected president of the Law 
Society, was born in Manchester on the 26th of January, 18535. His 
father was the late Mr. Leopold Samson, merchant, of that city. He 
served his articles to the late Mr. Thomas Grundy, of Manchester, 
and was admitted a solicitor in January, 1874. He took a prize of 
the Law Society at the final examination, and was the Stephen Heelis 
gold medallist for the year. He became a partner in his firm of Grundy, 
Kershaw, Samson & Co. (then Grundy, Kershaw, Saxon, & Samson), 
of Manchester and London, in the year 1878, and for many years past 
has been one of the two senior partners in that firm. In 1899 he was 
elected and, served one year as an extraordinary member of the 
council representing the Manchester district, and was elected an ordinary 
member in the year 1902. He was president of the Manchester In- 
corporated Law Society in the year 1899. In the year 1883 he pub- 
lished a treatise on the ‘‘ Law of Bankruptcy.’’ At the General Elec- 
tion in the year 1900 he contested in the Unionist interest the North- 
wich division of Cheshire against Sir John Brunner, and although 
unsuccessful, he reduced his opponent’s majority by nearly a thousand 
votes. In the yew 1881 he married Margaret Alice, the second 
daughter of the late Mr. William Rumney, of Stubbins House, Lanca- 
hire. He has issue four sons, the eldest of whom is a barrister, 
and the second is the well-known naval aviator, Commander C. R. 
Samson. 


Changes in Partnerships, &c. 
Dissolutions. 


Joun Artuur Bianp and Georce Preston Ruopes, solicitors (Phy- 
thian, Bland, & Rhodes), Manchester. June 29. The said John 
Arthur Bland will continue to practise at 27, Brazennose-street, Man- 
chester, under the style of ‘‘ Phythian & Bland,”’ and the said George 
Preston Rhodes will practise on his own account at Diocesan Chambers, 
51, South King-street, Manchester. 


Wa. Warson Rutuerrorp, Cuas. H. RutHerrorp, ARTHUR RUTHER- 
rorp, Herspert Green CrarKson, and J. H. Rutruerrorp, solicitors 
(Rutherfords), Liverpool, and 48, Cannon-street, London, E.C. June 
30. So far as concerns the said Herbert Green Clarkson, who retires 
from the said firm. (Gazette, July 5. 


Witram Weep and James Ernest Mason, solicitors (Weed & Mason), 
Maidenhead. July 5. (Gazette, July 9. 


General. 


In reply to Mr. Joynson-Hicks, in the House of Commons on the 
8th inst., the Attorney-General said :—There are 137 special jury, 159 
common jury, and 74 non-jury cases at present awaiting trial in the 
King’s Bench Division. There were 118 special jury, 96 common Jury, 
and 92 non-jury cases awaiting trial on the 8th of July last year, and 
208 special jury, 230 common jury, and 121 non-jury cases at the same 
date in the year 1910. There is no prospect of the list being cleared 
before the Long Vacation. 

In accordance with an annual custom which had its origin in the 
City’s hunts and chases of the 12th century, a gift of four fat 
bucks from Richmond Park has been made by the Crown to the 
Lord Mayor, three to the Sheriffs, and one each to the Recorder, 
Chamberlain, Town Clerk, Common Serjeant, and Remembrancer. 
Gifts of does in similar proportions are made annually in December 
to the same officials. A venison warrant for the Lord Mayor dated 4.D. 
1428 is preserved in the British Museum. It is in Norman-French and 





signed by eight members of the Privy Council. 
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Mr. Grange, the town clerk of Grimeby, was ninety-one on the 10th 
inst. He is said to be the oldest town clerk in England. He goes to 
-usiness eyery morning at 9 o’clock, and attends committee and council 
meetings in the evening. 


At Staffordshire Assizes on the 8th inst., before Mr. Justice Horrdge, 
several young men were indicted for riotously assembling and with 
force demolishing two cabins at Littleton Collieries on the 27th of 
March. The Hon. R. W. Coventry, who prosecuted, said that during 
the strike at Colly the crowd set fire to two cabins, smashed the 
handrails of the bridge, and threw some tubs into a field sixty feet 
below. Mr. Graham Milward, for the defence, suggested that the 
witnesses for the prosecution were generally mistaken respecting the 
identity of the men. The jury returned a verdict of ‘ Guilty,” but 
recommended the prisoners to mercy on account of their youth and the 
excitement prevailing at the time. All received excellent characters. 
Mr. Justice Horridge described the crime as a hideous and terrible 
one against society. He sentenced John Edwaids—who was stated to 
be a Sunday school teacher—Thomas Gallear, and Ernest Dunning to 
six months’ imprisonment with hard labour, and Albert Edwards, 
William Biston, William Gallear, and William Dunning to four months’ 
imprisonment with hard labour. 


The letter, says an Indian correspondent to the Times of the 9th 
inst., which the Government of India have addressed to the Government 
of Behar and Orissa, asking for the opinion of the Lieutenant-Governor 
on the desirability of establishing a High Court at Patna, has so far 
elicited very little hostile comment in the Bengali journals. Such a 
proposal was expected, and the creation of a new High Court is 
apparently looked upon as inevitable. Statistics compiled un the High 
Court of Bengal shew that a third of the cases on the original and 
appellate side come from Behar and Orissa, and the tiansfer of this 
litigation would afford much-needed relief to the High Court in Cal 
cutta. It is recognised as fitting that the new province ehould have 
a High Court of its own. The main objection urged is that such a 
court would probably not be so free from civilian control or influence as 
the Calcutta High Court, since judges in a mofussil town will neces- 
sarily associate daily with the local officials. But as the proposed court 
will consist of seven judges, it will be at least as independent as any 
high court or chief court outside Bengal. 


William Robert Freeman, licensee of the George Hotel, Enfield, was 
summoned on the 8th inst. at Enfield Police Court for refusing to re- 
ceive two soldiers billeted upon him. Mr. Wallace appeared for the 
Director of Public Prosecutions, while Mr. Fairbairn, on behalf of 
the Northern Suburban Licensed Victuallers’ Association, defended. 
Mr. Wallace stated that the War Office had asked the Director ot 
Public Prosecutions to take up the case, but at the same time they did 
not wish to press for a heavy penalty, but simply to warn other licensees 
that they were bound to take in soldiers when on march. A police 
constable said that on Sunday night, 14th of April, at 11.30, a lance- 
corporal and a private of the 2nd Border Regiment called upon him 
and produced a document. 'The witness filled in a form billeting them 
at the George Hotel, and, sent them there in the company of a police 
officer. The defendant, giving evidence, said he was knocked up by 
the police at 1 a.m. He could not possibly have taken the two men in 
because the five bedrooms which he had. were all occupied, and the 
house itself was undergoing repair. The chairman (Colonel H. F. 
Bowles) said the defendant had not taken the proper action, as it 
was his duty to find accommodation if he could not provide it himself, 
and he would have to pay a fine of 40s. and costs, or in default have 
one month’s hard labour. 


The joint committee of the two Houses of Parliament on the Ancient 
Monuments Protection Bills heard evidence on Monday from Mr. W. 
Martin, honorary secretary of the Congress of Archeological Societies. 
In answer to the chairman (Lord Plymouth) the witness stated that 
almost every day information came to hand bearing on the mutilation, 
destruction, or improper restoration of ancient monuments. By way 
of illustration he mentioned that the ‘‘ white’ conduit which had 
existed. in Queen-square, Bloomsbury, from the time of Henry III., and 
formed part of the water system of the Greyfriars in Newgate-street, 
now covered by the Post Office, had been entirely destroyed within the 
last few months in the extension of an hotel in Bloomsbury. A dis- 
used church in Derbyshire was likely to disappear altogether unless 
steps were taken soon for its preservation. The ancient hall of Corpus 
Christi foundation in Maidstone, which dated. from about the year 
1400, was now used as part of a brewery. The Congress suggested 
that the county council in whose jurisdiction an ancient monument was 
situate should have power to nominate a representative to the Ad- 
visory Committee. He also submitted that a right of access to the 
public on reasonable conditions should be secured. in the case of monu- 
ments towards which the county council had contributed but of which 
they were neither owners nor guardians. He would like to eee ecclesias- 
tical structures scheduled, but many of the clergy were extremely 
jealous of interference. Some would welcome advice; others took up 
the attitude that they were in charge and that they ought to be allowed 
to do as they liked. 


For a member of the bar, says the Globe, referring to the late Mr. 
Yelverton, to return to practice after retiring from a colonial or Indian 
judgeship is not wholly an uncommon thing. Sir Arthur Collins, 
who, after ceasing to be Chief Justice of Madras, reappeared in the 
common law courts, is one of several instances that might be cited. 
Even occupants of judgeships in England have returned to the bar. 
Sir D. Brynmor-Jones has not wholly denied himself the pleasures of 


forensic life since he retired from the county court bench, and the 
late Mr. Winslow, Q.C., after his office as a Commissioner in Bank- 
ruptcy was abolished in 1869, was for many years the leading practi- 
tioner in the Bankruptcy Court. Here, indeed, was an instance of a 
judge returning to practice in the very court in which he had eat. 
In olden days, when the tenure of the judicial office was lees secure, 


. it was a common.thing for High Court judges to return to the bar, 


but in modern times, when the attractions of judicial life; both as to 
emoluments and dignity, are greater than they used to be, the custom 
has entirely died out. Not that there is anything to prevent a retired 
judge of the High Court from re-entering the forensic arena. *T am 
no longer a judge,”’ said the late Lord Esher in his valedictory address 
to the bar. ‘I am still one of you. I am a serjeant-at-law. I am 
a barrister of more than ten years’ standing. I am capable, therefore, 
of being appointed a county court judge or to sit as a commiesioner 
of assize.”’ It is a frequent occurrence for an American judge to re- 
turn to the bar. Mr. Taft, for instance, was a judge of the Superior 
Court for fifteen years before he became Solicitor-General of the 
United States. From this kind of competition the English bar has 
lcng been spared. 

At the Swainsthorpe (Norwich) Sessions on the 5th inst, says the 
Times, Lord Lindley, the chairman, dealt at some length with the In- 
surance Act and the duties which it entailed upon magistrates. After 
referring to the complexity of the subject and the multiplicity of the 
enactments and. regulations which they might have to consider, he con- 
tinued :—Resistance to the law of the land is always illegal and must 
be so treated by courts of law. Our duty as justices is to take the 
Act and its authorized regulations as we find them, and to try and 
understand them and to enforce obedience to them by such means as 
are within our own statutory power. There are one or two rules re- 
lating to the interpretation and evasion of taxing Acts of which I 
may usefully remind the bench. It is a well-settled legal principle 
that clear words are necessary to impose a tax or a penalty. In a case 
of doubtful interpretation our decision should not be in favour of the 
tax collectors, but in favour of the person ‘sought to be taxed. This 
is the meaning of the legal maxim that taxing and penal statutes are to 
be construed strictly as regards evasion. Taxing Acts are celdom, if 
ever, liked by those who have to pay taxes, and all sorts of attempts 
are made to escape payment of them. When we have to deal with cases 
of this sort our endeavour must be to discriminate between cases not 
provided for and cases which are. On the other hand, no one can 
legally disobey any of the laws of his country, and evasion only 
makes matters worse for those who have recourse. to it or seek to 
take advantage of it. Cases of alleged evasion always require close 
examination and are difficult to deal with; but the key to the solution 
is to interpret the Act properly and strictly. 








Readers who for business or domestic reasons are affected by the 
provisions of the Insurance Act, are referred to the announcement of 
the Prudential Assurance Company, Ltd., which has been accepted as 
an Approved Society under the Act. 








For coneervative information and advice on the subject of Fruit 
Farming in British Columbia apply to D. & J. Forp, 14, Cockspur- 
street, London, S.W. Mr. J. W. Ford has had fourteen years’ experi- 
ence as a fruit farmer, and is recognized as one of the greatest authori- 
ties on fruit farming in the Province.—{Advt.] 





Rovat Navy.—Parente thinking of the Royal Navy as a profession 
for their sons can obtain (without charge) full particulars of the regula- 
tions for entry to the Royal Naval College, Osborne, the Paymaster 





and Medical Branches, on application. Publication Department, Gieve, 
Matthews, & Seagrove, Ltd., 65, South Molton-street, London, W.— 


[Advt.] 





Wary PayRent’? Take an Immediate Mortgage free in event of death 
from the Scorrisn Tempsrance Lire Assunance Co. (Limrrep). Repay- 
ments usually less than rent. Mortgage expenses paid by the Company. 
Prospectus from 3, Cheapside, E.C. ’*Phone 6002 Bank.—Advt. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota ov Reoisteans tx ATTENDANCE OW 
Eyrresxcy Aprrat Court Mr. Justice 


Mr. Justice 
Date. Rota. No. 2, Joror. Swixvew Eavyr. 
Monda: July 15 Mr Beal Mr Farmer Mr Synge Mr Greswell 
Teestey Pasemeck 16 Greswell Synge Borrer Church 
Wednesday...... 17 Bloxam Church Beal Leach 
Thursday......... 18 Goldschmidt Greswell Bloxam Borrer 
Friday . 19 Leach Beal Goldschmidt Synge 
Saturday Borrer Bloxam Farmer Beal 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Date. Warntortos, Nevitie. Paneer. Evn. 
ly 15 Mr Borrer Mr Church Mr Goldsch 
Sod pen “i 16 Leach Farmer Bloxam 
Goldschmidt Farmer 
Leach Church 








i nye Borrer Greswel] 
} wm & coccccsce OO Greswell Leach 
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The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 

Joly 16.—Messrs. Deseruam, Tewsow & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Pro- 
ay Building Estates, Residential Estates, Freehold and Leasehold Groand 

nis, &c. (see advertisement, page ii, June 8). 

July 16.—Mesers. Tucxke:t & Son, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground Rents, 
Houses, &c, (+ ee advertisement, back page, June 22). 

July 17.—Mesers, Faaeneorazs, Eur, & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Proper- 
ties, Residences, Sporting Mstates, buildiwg Land, &c. (see advertisement, back paze 
May 18). 

July 17.—Mesers. Eowre Fox, Bovsrivtp, Bueverts, & Bappecey, at the Mart, 
at 2: Freehold Residences and Ground R:nte (cee advert'sement, back page, this 


week). 

July 18.—Meeers. H. E, Fosres & Caawrrecp, at the Mart, at 2: Reversions, Shares, 
4c. (see advertisement, vack page, thie week). 

July 19.—Mesers. Wairorp, Dixon & Wiwpes, at the Mart, at 2: Leasehold Invest- 
ments (Fee advert sement, back page, July 6). : 

July 22.—Mesers. Maxnter & Manvgs,at the Mart, at 2: Residence (eco advertise- 
ment, back page, July 6). 

July 22.—Mesers. Vewrow, Butt & Coors, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground 
Rent (*ee advertissment, back page, this week). 

July 24.—Mesars, Tavrgoon & Maartix, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground Rents 
(see advertisement, back pe, this week). 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette,—FRIDAY, July 5. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lrurrep rm Cmanoner. 


A. B. Carter & Co, Lrp.—Petn for winaing up, presented July 1, directed to be 
heard July 16. svephens & Stephens, 29, Essex st, Strand, solors for tne petors. 
Notice of appealing must reach the above nawed not later than 6 o'clock in the 
afternoon of July 15. 

ANGLO-ADRIATIC SYNDICATE, Ltp.—Petn for winding up, presented July 1, directed 
to ve hearu July 16. J.D. B. Lewis, 20, Buckle:sbury. Notice of appearing wust 
reach the above named not later than 6o'civck in the afternoon of J uly 15. 

ANGLO OTTOMAN STEAMSHIP Co, Ltp.—Petn for winding-up, preseuted June 24, directed 
to be heard at the County Court House, Westgate rd, Newcastle upon Tyne, July 18. 
Taomas Dodds, Emersou chmbrs, Blackett st, Newcastle upou lyae, solors for the 
petors. Notice of appearing must reach the above named uot later unan 6 o'clock in 
the afternoon of July 17. 

DAZZLEINE Cu, Ltp.—Petn for winding-up, presented July 2, directed to be heard July 
16. Guilford EB. Lewis, 14, South sq, Gray's inn, solor for the petars. Notice of 
apguarins must reach the above named pot later than 6 e’clock in the afternoon 
of July 15. 

EMSWORTH SHIP AND LAND Co, Ltp.—Petn for winding up, presented June 21, directed 
two be heard at the Court House, st Thomas st, Portsmouch, July lo, at v.30. 
Morley, sbirreff & Uc, 53, Gresham Hvuse, Vld Broad st, suiors for the petar. Notice 
of appearing must reach the above named uot later than 2 o'clock in the afternoon of 
July 13. 

Finaits Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 15, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars o1 their debts or c.aims, .o F. M. Bendali, Queen Anne's 
chmbre, Westminster, liquidator. 

MvZAMBIQUB MINES, LTD. (IN LIQUIDATION)—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 1, 
tu send their names and addrvseses, and the particulars of their debts ur claims, wo 
Percy Lumiey Ellis, Y3v and 231, Salisbury House, London Wall. Heyburn & Co, Bird- 
in-Hand ct, solors to the liquidator. 

PAUL DaeesneR, Ltp.—Petn for winding up, presented July 1, directed to be heard 
July 16. Seymour Willams & Co, 38, Parliament st, Westminster, agents for Lawrence 
& Vo, Bristoi, sviors for the peonrs. N: tice ot appearing mus. reach the avove named 
not later than 6 oclock in the afternouvn uf July 15. 

PHONOFILM Uo, Ltv.—Petn for winding up, presented July 1, directed to be heard July 
16. Brown & Co, Lennox House, Nurfoik st, Strand, solors for we petars. Notice of 
appearing must reach the above uamed not later tuan 6 o'clock in the afternvon of 

uly 15. 

PepKOSO SYNDICATE, Ltp.—Creditors ate required, on or before Aug 1, to send their 
names aud addresses, and the particulars of their devts or ciuims, ty William 
ae Ellis, 30, Moorgate st, liquidator. 

QUBEN S PARK UEpusiToRY, Ltp.—¥et. for winding up, presented June 29, directed to 
be heard July16 Macdonald & stacey, 2 & 3, Norfolk st, Strand, solurs fr the petars. 
Nutice of appearing must reach the above named now laver than 6 o'c.ock iu the 
atternoon of July 15. 

UNIVERAL TYPECASTER (PARENT) Co, LTD).—Petn for winding up, presented June 29, 
directed to be.ticaru July 16 Boulton & Uo, 21A, Northampwu sy, solcrs for tne 
petnrs. Notice of appearing must resch tne avove named nov iater thau 6 u'cluck in 
the atvernoun of July 15. 


London Gazette—TvuEspar, July 9. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Limitsep in Omancert. 


CANADIAN GRAPHITE PROVING SYNDICATE, Ltp (IN LIQUIDATION)—Creditors are 
tequi.ed, on or Delore Aug 6, to send their nawes and aduresses, with particulars 
oft their devis or claims, to Heury Francis Garreit, 3, Aloany Court yd, Piveadiily, 
liquidator. 

Red Cross DOUBLING Co, Ltp (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION)—Creditore are required, on 
vr belure July 51, Ww send tucir names and addres es, and the particulars of waeir 
debts or claums, t© Frederic Kale, lav, Edmund st, West Rochdale uquidator 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gazette—FRiIDAY, June 28. 
GARRETT, Hunt & Co, Lrp. 
W oovBROOK, LTD. 
ZAMBESI ‘TuBACOO SYNDICATE, LTD, 
WESTERN REFINING Vo, Lip. 
Wves WHEELS, Lrp. 
DEELEY & GAMBLE, LTD. 
HOLMES ENGINE Co, Lrp. 
Gaimss brotugrs, Lrp. 
Sat & PICKMAN, Lrv. 
Miss MULBERRY, LTD. 
A. B. Koper & Co, Lip. 
ARGENTINE (SvUTH)" DEVELOPMENT Co, LTD. (Reconstraction). 
CuRBYNs HALL IRON AND SYEEL WORKs, LTD, 
Mount LYELL Comsrook Coprgr Co, Ltv. 
AV¥ SANI:ABY Launpay, Lip. 
LONDON COUNTY AND ComTINSNTAL SHARB EXOMANOs, Lt, 
LUGSDALE CMEMICAL Co, Ltv, 
Dupesx & Moaaex Co, Lop. 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, July 2. 

MARGEWOOD Locks, Lp. 
J. H. KixKNeEss, LTD. 
WILuiaM Bupp & Co, LTD. 
GoLD SMITH & Co (MANCHESTER), LTD. 
SANITARY BLOCK AND TILE PaVcMENT Co, LTD. 
WILLIAM SHarpP & Co, Lrp. 
SNOWDON SUMMIT Hora. Co, LTD. 
WALLIS BRoTHERS, LTD. 
FURNESS VARNISH Co, LTD. 
Y&SLLOWHEAD SYNDICATE, LTD. 
WASTE BUEACHERS, LTD. 
FR SCO BRITISH BANKING Co, LTD. 
RENAR ROAD AND RAIL TRANSPORT CORP YRATION, LTD. 
CH NESE KNGINEERING AND MINING Co, LTD. 
MAX FotLert & Co, Lp. 
OFFICE SysTEMS Co, LTD. 
HENRY ZENDER & CO, LTD. 
WADE KNGINEERING Co, LTD. 
Gaze & NUDING, LTD. 
T. H. M. Syypicatsr, Lrp. 
HAULGH PictURE PLACE AND SKATING RINK Co, LTD. 
SIMPLEX SUPERHEATER Co, LTD. 

_ 








Creditors’ Notices. 


Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Tursvar, July 9. 
Jamesow, Roseat Ferup, Northwood, Miidlesex Aug 23 Jameson v Hill, 
Parker, J Craig, New sq, Lincoln's inn 
Srawnam, Epwarp Moors, Monte Video, Uruguay Aug 20 Mead v Hatchineon, 
Eve, J sSischoff, Great Winchester st 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Dar or Cram. 
London Gazette—TUESDAY, July 2 


ALVAREZ, BARNETT, Mile Endrd. Stepney Clothier July 30 Rodgers & Co, Walbrook 
ATKINSON, GRACE, Sowerby Bridge, Yorks Aug3 Storey & Co, Halifax 
ATKINSON, Lew:S, Sowerby Brioge, Yorks, Carrier Aug3 Storey & Co, Halifax 
BARBER, ROBERT, Pallion, nr Sunderland, N E R Station Master July 14 Nesbitt, 
Sunderland 
BOLTON, JOHN PERKINS, Folkestone, Journeyman Biscuit Baker Aug 31 Algar, Ab- 
cuurch In 
BRAND, Mary, South Bank, Yorks, Slag Brick Minufactursr Auz 16 Preston, 
Middles»rough 
BROOKS, MATILDA ESTHER, Sidcup, Kent July 27 Griffith & Gardner, St Swithin's In 
CALDWELL, ELIZABETH HORSFALL Colch:ster Aug3 Metcalfe & Sharpe, Chanvery In 
CHADWICK, SAMUEL, Fradsweil, staffs Ju y 27 Hawthorne, Uttoxeter 
CHARLES, WILLIAM, Tredegar, Mon, Draper July 31 Morgan & Co, Cardiff 
CoaTsEs, JOHN, Worcester Augil S uthail, Worcester 
CRELLIN, PHILIP, Hilldrop rd, Middlx  Aug7 sSawbridge & Son, Aldermanbury 
DaaG, GEORGE, Sen, Newcastle upou Tyne July 20 Wiun & Co, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Davis, EMtLy JEssk, Chipping Nor.on, Oxford, Butcher Aug 14 Wilkins & Luy, C :ip- 
ing Norton 
Dick, ANSE, Cullercoats, Northumberlani Augi15 Wilkixson & Marshall, Newcastle 
upon Tyne 
Doursrr?, BUSA‘ NAR, Yarleigh rd, Stoke Newington Augl Hores & C», Linco!n's 
inn ficles 
EARNSHAW, JAMES, Grindleton, nr Sawley, Yorks Aug25 Baldwin & Co, Clitheroe 
BARNSHAW, MARGARRT, Grindleton, or Sawley, Yorks Aug Baldwin & Co, Clithoroe 
Greene, Epira AN.»K, Cliftun, Bristol Aug 9 Farish & Co, Worcest:r Huu,e, Wal- 
be ok 
GRIMSHAW, JOHN, Soulby, nr Kirkby Stephen, Westmoreland Aug 15 Procter & 
Baldwin, Burnley 
HALLETT, HARRY GEoRGE DRUMMOND, MRCS, Darenth Asylum, Kent Avg 12 Cran, 
King's Bench wilk 
HarT-DAVIES, Mrs JULIET ANNE THRODORA, Rus Doniz-tti, Paris Aug 1 Wontner & 
Sons, Hedf rd row 
HAYNES, ROBERT JEFFERS, Cardiff, Commission Merchant Augi1 Heard & Co, Cardiff 
HkeaTucote, Dr. Gopr«kyY, Chorlton up»m Medlock, Manchescer, Surgeon Aug 28 Ash- 
worch & Inman, Manchester 
HiLHovss, THOM 1s Rustar, Agamemnon rd, West Hampstead July 31 Oliver & Nutt, 
Coleman st 
Hocker, OLtver, Wickham rd, Brockley July 31 Parker, Monument st 
KELSEY, WILLIAM, Crowle, Lincoln, Wheelwright Aug 1 Taylor & Capes, Doncaster 
MAUDE, Mary VicToxt:, York Aug 20 Wood, York 
MAUDE, WILLIAM, York Aug 20 Wood, York 
MEADOWCROFT, ALICE ELIZA ANN, Higher Broughton, nr Manchester July 25 Thomson, 
Manchester 
PARKER, WILLIAM, Gainford, Durham July 31 Robins»n, Darlington 
PRESTON, JAMES, Christchurch, Hants Aug 5 Druitt, Chiistchurch 
SOOBELL, Sir HENRY JENNER, KCVO, CB Cape Town, Cape Culony, Sept1 Ellis & Ellis, 
Little College st, Westminster 
SLATER, ALFRED, Wadhurst, sussex Ang? Sawbridge & Son, Aldermanbury 
SMITHSON, JOSEPH SIMON, Thur.ce rd, Hampstead July 31 Lyell & Beteuson, Lloyd's 


av 
one, W'LLIAM LAWRENCE, Walthamstow, E sex Aug 1 Dommett & Son, Gr. 
am st 


TOLHURST, WILLIAM, Cape', Kent, Farmer Aug 2 Stenning & Co, Tonbridge 

VANDOME, FANNY, Graham mans, Graham rd, Dalston July 30 Shirreff & Co, Gresham 
house, Old Broad st 

WALKER, ROBERT, Hunslet, Leels July 27 Willey, Leeds 

WEsnER, SOPHIA EMANS, Teddington, Middix July 31 Webbers & Duncsn, South- 
ampton blues : 

WEST, CHARLES OSBORNE, Haywards Heath, Sussex Aug 19 Dade & Co, Queen Vic- 
toria st 

West, RACHAEL, Haywards Heath, Eussexr Aug 19 Dade & Co, Queen Victoria st 

WITHERS, BENJAMIN, West Bromwich Augl J & L Clark, West Bromwich 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, July 5. 
BAINES, EDWARD HENRY, Bournemouth Ang3 Campbell Perkins & Co, Je‘myn st 
BAILIFFE, JOHN, Sev, Leeds, Krick Manufacturer July 15 Turner & furner, Leeds 
BARBER, ELIZABETH, West Milifields, Sunderland July 24 Nesbitt, Sunderland 
BARKER, WILLIAM, Gildersome, nr Leeds, Publican Aug8 Waike , Dewsbury 
BATCHELOR, EDWIN James, Dawcross Panual, Yorks, Florist Aug 1 K.rby —~ 
Harrogats 
BATCHELOR, MARY, Dawcross Panna!, Yorks Aug 1 Rivty & Gove, Serramte 
BESOKLEY, HENRY, Hounslow, Publican Augs8 Nickineon & Co, Bedford eq 
es ny > eee upen Treus Aug 9% Modgkins.n & Beevor, Newark up7m 
ont, Nut ° 
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Bowes, WILLIAM, Hebburn Quay, Durham July 16 Jacks & Winskell, South Shields 
CHAPMAN, JOSEPH, NorthGrimsby, Merchant Oct 1 Bates & Mountain, Grimsby 


ment st 


OPPENHEIM, HENRY MAURICE WILLIAM, Austin friars Aug 14 Norton & Co, Old 
Broad st 


PEOLEY, GEORGE JosEPH, Westcliff on Ses, Essex Aus? Wright « Co, Leamington 


CHICHESTER, Hon FRANCKS MARIANNE, Onslow gdns Aug6é Bircham & Co, Parlia- PAWSEY, WILLIAM, Horiinger, Suffolk July27 Lumley & Lumley, Conduit st 
| 


CLayTON, ANN, Rastrick, 


ousé Aug 3 Jubb & Co, Brighouse 
COLEMAN, JOHN FREDERICK, Netteswell, Farmer July 31 GJ & A B Creed, Epping 


PgNDOCK, CHARLES, Mangotsfield, Glos, Farmer Augil Coates, Bristol 
| PHILLIPS, HELENA, Newark, Notts July 25 Drury, Newcastle upon Tyne 


CONDER, STELLA MARIS, Elizabeth st, Westminster Aug 17 Munby, Crosby sq Prime, SOPHIA, Tollingtoa pk, S.roud Green Aug 10 Forbes & Son, Mark In 


Craig, WILLIAM HENRY, Leonards on Sea Aug 


CROOKSHANK, BERTHA JANE, Ryde, Isle of Wight July 31 Robinson, Ryde 
DacBNEY, JOHN, Burgh le Marsh, Lincoln oy 20 Walker & Co, Spilsby 


DAVIES, MARY ANN, Chester Augl2 Sharpe & Davison, 
EDMOND, WILLIAM HENRY, Wisbech, Cambridge Aug 10 


EMSLEY, JOHN, Horton, Bradford Aug 1 Suddards, Bradford 
FOWLER, TIMOTHY, and MARTHA ANN FOWLER, Nestun, Chester Aug5 Hirst & Capes, | 
| SMITH, FREDERICK BENNETT, Bathwick, Bath Aug 8 Stone & Co, Bath 
STEADMAN, WILLIAM, Ryde, 


Harrogate 
GaRoN, HARRY THOMAS, Southend on Sea Aug 1 Gregsons & Powell, Southend on | 
| STEPHENS, CATHERINE FLORENCE, Letcaworta Aug 7 Uppertun & Uo, Lincoln’s inn 


Chester 


Ollard & Son, Wisbech on Tyne 


Bedford row 


Grimks, MARY ANNE, Grafton tq, Clapham July 30 Lee & Pembertons, Lincoln's inn fields 
fel STEWARD, HUGH WILLIAM, As‘mead rd, Deptford, Kent, Farrier Aug 6 Marchant & 


elds 
——— SAMUEL, Stafford rd, Old Ford, Middix Aug 5 
8 


KLEISER, RICHARD, Holyhead July 30 Nee & Roberts, Holyhead 
LECKY, CATHARINA ELISABETH BOLDEWINA, Onslow gdns Aug 13 Hill & Co, Queen 


Anne's gate 


Tatham & Co, Queen Victoria Co, Deptford 


Cambrioge 


17 Neve, St Leonards on Sea | Purtey, JOHN, Bridgwater July v1 Lovibond & Son, Bridgwater 

| PULLEY, SUSANNA, Bridgwater July 21 Lovibond & Son, Bridgwater 

| RICHMOND, JAMES Gal SBY, Southport Aug 31 Mayhew & Co, Southport 

| RYKIE, ALEXANDER, Hebvurn Quay, Durham Aug 19 Newlands & Newlands, Jarrow 


| SAUNDERS, Capt WILLIAM F LAWRENCK, formerly Suffolk Regiment Aug?2 Iliffe & Co, 


Ise of Wight July 31 Robinson, Ryuve 


STILL, WILLIAM HENRY, Hove, Sussex Auzi2 Cockburn & Co, Hove 
SUDDARDS, HENRY, Great Hurton, bra iford, Woolstapler Aug 1 
THODAY, INGLE Few, Willingham, Cambridge, Corn Merchant 


Suddards, Bradiord 
Sept x9 Ginn & Co, 


LEwis, THOMAS LEWIS HAMPTON, Rhoscolyn, Anglesey Aug 17 Carter & Co, Bangor WaastTaFF, JOSEPH, Halifax, Rug Manufacturer Aug 3 Jubb & Co, Halifax 


Luss, MARY ANN ALLINSON, tiull Augi7 Davis, Hull 
Lock, HENRI ELOUARD AUGUsTE, Rue de Laborde, Paris 
Conduit st 


MARSHALL, ‘he Rev JamEs, Fellows rd, South Hampstead Aug15 Ingpen & Armitage, 


Raymond bidgs 


MORRIS, MARY, Pearson st, Kingsland ri Sept 1 Jackson & Co, Fenchurch st 
MoORiIMER, DANIEL, Minchinhampton, Gloucester, Coal Merchant July 15 Champney 


& Co Gloucester 


NAYLER, EpITH ELizA, Hastingleigh, Kent Auz 2 Maskell & Nisbet, John st, Bedford 


Tow 
NaYLOoR, MARGARET, Bournemouth, Domestic Servant Aug 5 Gilroy & Speakman, 


Leigh, Lancs 


| WALKER, JULIA BLANCHE, 


July 27 Lumley & Lumley, 
| ‘Temple 


m Tyne 


| WILLIAMS, JAMES VINCENT, 


Knockho.t, Kent Aug 26 sis ney & Cook, Serjeants’ inn 


WARING, THOMAS, Wilstone, Herts, Dealer Augl Vaisey & Soi, Vevereux chambers, 


WAUGH, MARY, Hove, Sussex Aug8 Smirk, Newcastle upon Tyne 
WEBSTER, R BERT STIRLING, Newcastle upou Tyne 


Aug 17 Brown & Bon, Newcastle 


upo 
WHEELER, EL1za, Upper Norwood, Surrey Aug 13 Martin & Nicholson, Quoen st 


Oswestry, Salop Aug 10 Rickerby & Co, Cheltenham 


WILLIS, WILLIAM, Oulston, nr Easingwold, Yorks July 20 Wovod, York 
| WILLS, MARY JANKE, Northampton Augl Morgau & George, Northampton 
WRIGHT, MATILDA, Tunbridge Wells Aug 2 Kays & Jones, Norfolk st, Strand 





Bankruptcy Notices. 


Lendon Gazette.—FRipay, July 5. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Assorr, Wituiam Watrer, High rd, Wood Green Ed- 
monton Pet Junel Ord July 17 

ALExXanver, Aizc, Strutton ground, Westminster, Fish- 

er High Court Pet May3uv Ord Jaly1 
Bass, Water AnwinG, Southville, Bristol, Master Ma: iner 
2 — Pet July ones 
AXTER, JOouN ILLIAM, igg, Lincs, Builder Great 

Grimsby Pet July 1 Ord July 1 

Baxsiox, Peter, Birmingham, Draper Birmingham Pet 

me... * My & July # 
ks, Heway, Down Ead, nr Newport, I of W, Market 
Gardener N Pet June Ord June 29 

Cuosinow, M & Co, Bioya’s av, Russian Merchants High 
Court Pet May 18 Ord July 2 

Ciosz, Atvaxp Leovarp, Scunthorpe, Lincs, Plasterer 
Great @ y Pet June 29 Ord June29 ~ 

Couterr, Antuur, West Bromwich, Baker West Bromwich 
Pet Julyl Ord July 1 

Gomes, Tuomas Asaagam Bayay, Emsworth, Hants 





g Portsmouth Pet June 29 Ord | 


June 29 

Davies, Sypwey, Neyland, Pembroke, Fish Salesman Pem- 
broke Dock Pet June 21 Ord July 1 

Davizs, Tuomas, Pontypridd, Priater Pontypridd Pet 

uly 1 Ord July 1 
~~ Eastbourne Eastbourne Pet July 1 Ord 
a 

Dawson, J Micnart, & Co, Tooley st, Butter Importers, 
High Court Pet June 12 Ord July 2 a 

Disturwxat, Joan, Walsall, Baker Walsall Pet June 29 
Ord June 29 

Exsatt, Wittiam, Salford, Lancs, Draper Salford Pet 
Julyl Ord July 1 

Gaxsoen, Joun Wititam, Blackburn, Electrical Engineer, 

burn Pet June 29 Ord June 29 

Garrox, P, Ashford, Middix, Poultry Farmer Kingston, 
—a Pet June7 Ord July 2 

Granam, Tuomas, Bute st, South Kensington High Court 
Pet April 1i Ord June 28 

Garex, Haney, Eaton, Derby, Hairdresser Derby 

: ous Ord July 2 

acqugs, Wittiam James, Reading, Fruiterer Reading 

Pet Julyl Ord July 1 


Jeyxxixs, Ricaarp, Pentre, Glam, Collier Pontypridd 
Pet July 3 Ord July 3 i 

Jouns, Joun Tuomas, Cardiff, Commercial Clerk Cardiff 
Pet July1 Ord July 1 

Mircuett, Epwarp Joun Oat ey, Bristol, Fisherman, 
Bristol Pet July3 Ord July 3 : 

Myeas, Faanx, Great Grimsby, Grocer Great Grimsby 
Pet July z Ord July 2 


7 ln Stockbrokers Bradford Pet July 2 Ord 

July 2 

Puittesox, Witttam Tomas, Cleethorpes LIronmonger 
Great Grimsby Pet June 23 Ord June 20 

— Jouyx, Swansea Swansea Pet June 19 Oid 

uly 3 

Ramsay, Rosert, Whitley Bay, Northumberland, Tobacco 
nist Newcastle upon Tyne Pet June 22 Ord July 3 

Roy.iz, Tsomar, Heaton Norris, Lancs, Fruiterxer Stock- 
port PetJuly3 Ord Ju 

Saarre, James 
Leicester Pet July 2 Ord July 2 


Pet July 3 Ord July 3 
Burton on Trent Pet July 2 Ord July 2 


Spacey, Faaxcis, Moreton oe: Northampton, Farmer 
Banbury Pet June 19 Ord Juiy 3 





Sricer, Duyatp, Woodford Green, Kssex, High Court Pet | 


Juty 2 Ora July 2 
| Taompson, Aatuur, Sherburn in Elmet, Yorks, Builder 
| York Pet July 2 Ord July 3 


| Teeasurer, Wittiam Henry James, Ashford, Tobacconist 


| Canterbury Pet July1 Ord July 1 
| Usiversat Linen Co (a firm), Liverpool, Linen Drapers 
Liverpool Pet June 12 Ord July 3 
Wessr«e, Berwarv, Darlington, Labourer, Stocktoa on 
Tees Pet Julyl Ord Juiyl 
Wurman, Grorce Maartix, Aepley Guise, Bedford, 
| House Agent Luton Pet Julyz Ord July 2 
Wricat, Wititam Domsatpsox, Nottingham, Builder's 
Merchant Nottingham Pet Juneé Ord July 2 


Amended Notice substituted for that published 
in the London Gazette of June 25 


Oxctey, Henay Hacuivigcp, Uxbridge rd, Uanwel!, Con- 
sulting Engineer Brentford 
June 21 


Newasouse, Wittiam Aken, and Hasry Eocar Newaouss, | 


ly 3 | 
HEOBALD, Oakham, Rutland, Engineer 
Suzrwoup, Caries, Bournemouth, Egg Merchant Poole | 


Staney, Eowis Revusex, Burton on Trent, Undertaker | 


Pet May 20 saad 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Jwy 2. 


Wituis, Samogt Duncan Manchester, Cotton Yarn Agent 
Manchester PetJune 7 Ord June 23 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Avexanper, Atec, Strutton-ground, Weatmiaster, Fish- 
moogerJuly 15at1t Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
App.Letox, SamugL (deceased), Deoiar rd, Puinry, Boot 
Dealer Juiy 17 at 11 132, York rd, Westuminster 
| Bridge rd 
Arasy, Kowis Patuip, Great Grimsby, Tailor July 13 at 
| 11.3) Off Kec, 8c Mary’s chmbrs, Great Grimsby 
| Cuosivow, M, & Co, Lloyds avenue, Russian Merchanis 
July 15 at1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
| Crose, tAtraep Leoxagp, West scunthurpe, Lancs, Plas- 
July 13 at 11 Off Kec, St Mary's chmbrs, Great 
Grimsby 
Cockss.e#, Taomas Apranam Bayan, Emsworth, Hanis, 
Veterinary 5urgeup July 17 at 3 Off Kec, Cambridge 
junction, High st, Portemouth 
Cooxksox, Exsxst Epwargv Sawegy, Richmond, Yorks 
July 16 at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Couzens, Geoxce ALFagp. Uardiff, Uuttitter July 15 at 3 
117, 3¢ Mary st, Cardiff 
Davies, Cuagies, Caerau, nr Maesteg, Glam, Colliery 
Haulier July lb at 11 117, St Mary st, Cardiff 
Davis, Tuomas, Pontypridd, Glam, Printer July 17 at 
11.80 Off Rec, St Catherine’s chmbrs, St Catherine st, 
Pontypridd 
Davis, Joun, 3Eastbourne July 13 at 11 Off Rec, 12a, 
Marlborough pl, Brighton 
Dawsoy, J Micuagt, & Co, Tooley st, Butter Importers 
July 16at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Uarey st 
| Eusau., Wittiam, Salford, Lancs, Draper July 13 at 11 
Uff Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
Grauam, Tuomas, Bute st, South Kensington July 16 at1l 
Banusruptey bidgs, Carey st 
Hi.., Georce Mytros, selham, nr Petworth, Sussex July 
15 at3 Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Portsmouth 
| Hopees, Norman Dovetas, Portsmouth July 16 at 4,30 
Uff Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Portsmouth 
| Jenkins, Bicaarp, Pentre, Glam, Coilier July 18 at 11.15 
| ulf Rec, St Catherine's chmbrs, St Catherine st Punty- 
ridd 
Senn Tuomas, Taliesin, Cardigan, Blacksmith July 26 at 
1.30 4, Baker st, Aberystwyta 
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SPHCIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 
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*pplicaticn. 
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Newnouse, Wiis Pree and Hagry Booar Waw- 
nouss, Bradford, Stock Brokers Jaly 2% at il Off 
Ree, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

Putiirson, Wiiuas Tuomas, ow Ironmonger 
July 13 at 12 Off Rec, 8t Mary’s chmbrs, Great 
Grimsby 

Ramsay, R_pert, Whit) 
nist July 13 at ll 
upon Tyae 

Roo«as, Warten Serrmvs, Walton on Thames, Surrey 
House Agent's Manager July 17 at 11.30 132, York 
rd, Westminster Bridge rd 

Saaers, James Turonacp, Osokham, Rutland, Ragiaese 
July 16 at 12 Off Ree, 1, Berridge st, Leiceste 

Sueawoop, Cuarcer, Bournemouth, Keg "Merchant July 
15 at 2.30 Arcade chmb’s (first floor), Bournem sath 

BSrices, Dowatp, Woodford Green, Essex July 17 at 12 
Bankruptey bidgs, Carey st 

Goavaenses, Kopert Heway, Southsea, Hante, Veterin- 
ary Surgeon July 16 at 3 Off Rec, Cambridge junc, 
High st, Portsmouth 

Vexorant, Avotrar, Sloane st, Belgravia, Ladies’ Tailor 
Jaly 17 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Wanremo, Rongart, Accrington, Ice Merchant July 15 at 
11 Off Ree, 18, Winckley st, Preston 

Weranmours, Cnances Lieven, Stotgate, Bearpark, Dar- 
ham, Farmer July 17 at 2.30 Off Rec, 3, Manor p!, 
Bunderiand 

Wieurams, Leeweitry Arnruvs, Cuantes§ Dawier 
Wiceiiams, and Wicttam Witttams, Wooburn Green, 
Bucks Plumbers July 15 at 12 1, St Aldates, 
Uxford 





Bay, Northumberland, Tobacco- 
ff Kee, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle 


ADJUDICATIONS., 


Bann, Water Axvyino, Southville, Bristol Master Mariner 
Bristol Pet July 2 Ord July 2 

Baxtra, Joux Wittiam, Brigg, Lincs, Builder Great 
Grimsby Pet July 1 Ord July 1 

Biaxe, Hexay, Down End, ar Newport, Isle of Wigh’, 
Market Gardener Newport Pet June 29 Ord June v9 

Crosse, Aurasp Leoxaap, Scuntho Lincs, Plasterer 
Great Grimsby Pet June 29 Ord June 29 

Couverr, Aeravue, West Bromwich, Baker West Bromwich 
Pet July i Ord July 1 

Coorga, Eowarp Groner, Gipsy Hill, Surrey High Court 
Pet July 18 Ord July 2 

Davies, Tuomas, Pontypridd, Printer Pontypriid Pet 
Jaly 1 Ord July1 

Disroasat, Joux, Walsall, Baker Walsall Pet Jane 29 
Ori June 29 

Emusact, Wiettam. Salford, Lancs, Draper Salford Pet 
July 1 Ord July 1 

Garspex, Jouw Wittram, Blackburn, Electrical Engineer 
Blackburn Pet June 29 Or: June 29 

Gnerw, Haney, Long Eaton, Derby, Hairdresser Derby 
Pet July2 Ord July 2 

Hamtcros, Katacery, -) oe rd, Spinster High Court 
Pet Mar 27 Ord Ju 

Jacques, Witutam Sam Reoiien: Fruiterer Reading 
Pet July 1 Ord July 1 

Janxine, Kiowanrp, Pentre, 
Pet July 3 Ord July 3 

Jouys, Joun Tuomas, Marshfield, Mon, Commercial Clerk 
Cardiff Pet July 1 Ord July 1 

Jones, Tuomas, Talissio, Cardiganshire, 
Aberystwyth Pet June 28 urd July 1 

Kivo, Cyan Tamecetox, Bassett rd, N Kensington High 
Court Pet Jan 16 Ord July 2 

Mirceustt, Eowaap Jouwx Oar.ey, Bristol, 
Bristol Pet July 3 Ord July 3 

Myers, FRANK, Great Grimsby, Grover 
PatJuly2 Ord July 2 

Newhouse, WILLIAM AKED, and 
NEWHOUSE Bradford, Stock Brokers 
July 2 Ord July 2 

PeETeR?, ALFRED JAMES ANDERSOY, Widcombe, 
Physician Bath PetJane6é Ord July 2 

PHILIP3ON, WILLIAM THOMAS, (Cleethorpes, Ironmonger 
Great Grimeby Pet June 2) Ord June 29 

Puocn, JouN Ropert, Brynerig, Towyn, Merioneth, 
Licensed Victualler Aberystwyth Pct May il Ord 
July 2 

Rocers, WALTER SEPTIMUS, Walton on Thames, House 
Agents’ Manager Kingston,.Sarrey Pet June 28 Ord 
July 3 

Royvie, THOMAS, Heaton Norris, Lancs, Fruiterer Stock- 
port Pet July 3 Ord July 3 

SANKEY, Exocad WILLIAM, Croft, Lancs, Farmer Warring- 
ton Pet May 14 Ord July 3 

Scott, JAMES EpwakD, Coal Exchange 
May 16 Ord July 2 

SHARPE, JAMES THEOBALD, Oakham, Rutland, Engineer 
Leicester Pet July 2 Ord July 2 

SHERWOOD, CHARLES, Bournemouth, Egg Merchant Poole 
Pet July 3 Ord July 3 

SLAN‘Y, EDWIN Re&vseN, Burton on Trent, Undertaker 
Burton on Trent Pet July 2 Ord July 2 

SPiceR, DONALD. Woodford Green, Essex High Court 
Pet July 2 Ord July 2 

TASKER, JOHN, Bristol, Tobasco 
June Zi Ord July 2 

THOMPSON, ARTHUR, Sherburn ia Elmet, 
York Pet July2 Ord July 3 

TREASURER, WILLIAM Henry James, Ashford, Kent, 
Tobacconist Canterbury Pet July 1 Ord July 1 

WAREING, Robert, Accrington, Iee Merchant Blackburn 
Pet June 16 Ord July 1 

WEBST&R, BERNARD, Darlington, Labourer, Stockton on 
Tees Pet Julyl Ord July1 

WHITMAN, GEORGE MARTIN, Aspley Guise, Bedford, 
House Agent Luton Pet July2 Ord July 2 

WILLIS, SAMUEL DUNCAN, Manchester, Cotton Yarn 
Agent Manchester Pet June 7 Ord July 2 


Glam, Collier Pontypridd 


Blacksmith 


Fishmonger 
Great Grimsby 


EDGAR 
Pet 


HARRY 
Bradford 


Bath, 


High Court Pet 


Dealer Bristol Pet 


Yorks, Builder 
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RECEIVING ORDERS. 


ALDERSON, ARTHUR CLIFTON, Hurlingham Court mans 
~~) a, Actor High Coart Pet July 56 Ord 
Jul 

saan’ 5 ARTHUR ARNOLD, Ringwood, Hants, Medical 
Practitioner Salisbury Pet July5 Ord July 5 

BELLINGHAM, JOHN, ——— Kent, 
Rochester Pet July 5 Ord Jaly 5 

BRAUCKMANN, ALBERT, Miltun st, Hardware Merchant 
High Court Pet June 28 Ord July 4 

BUCKINGHAM, EMMA ELIZABErH, eee see Norfolk 
Norwich PetJuly5 Ord July 5 

DAVigs, ALBERT J, Northcote rd, Clapham Junction, 
Butcher Wandsworth Pet May 18 Ord Jaly 4 

DAW, JosEPH, Pai,nton, Devon, Farmer Plymouth Pet 
Jaly & Ord July 5 

DEAN, ARTHUR, oe Outfitter Barnsley Pet June 
18 Ord July5& 

DEGEN, UscaR EM.EL, Westhorpe st, Putney, Commercial 
Traveller Wandsworth Pet July5 Ord July 6 
DwARRis-GiBBs, Louis, Totton, a Farmer South- 

awpton Vet May 23 Ord July 

Ferousson, F W, Queen's Park yd. Cancefield st, Padding 
ton Carrier High court Pet June ll Ord July 5 

ForD, ANSON ST CLAIR ST CLA, Ashton under sill 
Gioucester Worcester Pet Mii 4 Oru July 4 

Gray, Joux, Great Grimsby, Mill Proprietor Great 
Grimaby Pet June 29 Ord J 

Green, 8, Priory rd, oe ate High Court Pet 
June 12 Ord July 

HARVRBY, HARRY sarwom, Goud Grimsby, Yeast Merchant 
Great Grimsby PetJuly 5 urd Jaty 5 

LEAPMAN, ERN«ST, Westbourne _— Jeweller High 
Cout Pet May 18 Ord July 3 

MACFARLANE, C W, New “Ty Wight, Draper High 
Court Pet May 24 Ord July 

NICHOLSON, JAMES, Cleadoa, Gehem, Ageut Newcastle 
upon Ty.e Pet July 5 ‘Ord July 5 

Norman, WILLIAM HENRY, Bournemouth, Oil and Colour 
Merchaut Poole Pet July 4 Ord Juty 4 

O’RourkKR, MICHARL, Bury, Lancs,Grocer Bolton Pet 

Wands- 


Oilmsn 


July 2 Ord July 2 

PARERE, THOMAS, Richmond, Gorey, Engineer 
worth Pet June 15 Ord J uly 

Piper, G SOUTHWELL, Lalgarch; 4, West Kensington 
High Court Pet Feb 14 Ord uly 4 

PLATT, THOMAS WILLIAM, and BALSHAW, ARTHUR, Leth, 
Lana, Joiners Bolton Pet July 4 Ord July 4 

POTTER, JOHN WILLIAM, Leeds,G.ocer Leeds Pet July 3 
Ord July 3 

RippELL, Capt GrorcE A, Jermyn st, Piccadilly High 
Court Pet May 22 Oru July 3 

RiveTt, WILLIAM Ezra, Lowest ft, Draper 
mouth PetJuly5 Ord Jai 

RYMER, JACOB and ARONOVICH, 

afacturers Manchester Pet 


Great Yar- 


ORRIS, Manchester, Suite 
Jane 17 rd 


July 6 

SANDERS, T MAKINSON, Coleman st High Court Pet 
May 29 Ord July 4 

Soper, JOHN SAMUKL, Devonport, Labourer Plymouth 
Pet July5 Ord July 5 

STRONG, GEORGE NICHOLAS, Saltram cres, Shirland rd, 
Paddington, Schooi Teacher High Court Pet July 6 
Ord July 6 

TOWNSEND, WILLIAM, Bow, Devon, Farmer Exeter Pet 
July 2 Ord July 2 

TucKETT, EMMA IsaBeL, Taunton, MusicTeacher Taunton 
Pet July 6 Ord July 6 

WakNeER, THOMAS HENRY, Grimsby, Fish Merchant 
Newcastle upon Tyne Pet July 4 Ord Jaly 4 

YEARSLEY, JOHN, THOMAS, Northwich, Marine 
Dealer Nantwich Pet July 4 Ord July 4 

FIRST MEETINGS. 

ApnoTT, WILLIAM WALTER, High rd, Wopd Green July 
18ati2 Off nec, 14, Bedford row 

ALDERSON, ARTHUR CLIFTON, Hurlingham Court mans, 
Hurlingham, Actor July 18 at12 Bankruptcy biugs, 


Store 


July 


Carey st 
BABB, WALTER ANNING, Bristol, Master Mariner 
1 


17 at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristo’ 
BAXTER, JOHN WILLIAM, Brigg, Lincs, Builder July 17 
at 12 Of Rec, St Mary's chmbrs, Great Grimsby 
BENNION, PETER, Handsworth, B rmingham, Draper Ju'y 
17 at 12.3@ Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, Bir- 
mingham 

BLAK&, HENRY, Newport, I of W, Market Gardener July 
17 at lz Off Rec, 98, High st, Newport, I of W 

BRAUCKMANN, ALBERT, Chapel st, Milton st, Hardware 
Merchant July 18 ‘atl Bankruptcy bidys, Carey st 

BROOKS, JAMES WILLIAM, Belton, Suffolk, Black:mith 
July 17atl2 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

COLLET’, ARTHUR, West Bromwich, Baker July 17 at 12 
R iwskin chmbra, 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

CRABTREE, EDWakb, Darwen, Ciothlooker July 17 at 11 
Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, Preston 

DAVIkS, ALBERT J, Nor.heote rd, Clapham Junction, 
Butcher July 19at 11.30 132, York rd, Westminster 
bridge rd : 

DIMMOOCK, H&RBERT, Luton, Beds, Grocer July 17 at 12 
Otf Kec, The Parade, Northamptun 

DISTCRNAL, JOHN, Walsali, Baker July 17 at12 Off Rec, 
Wolverhampton 

DWARuis-Gines, Louis, Totton, Hants, Farmer July 18 at 
12 Off Kec, MidlauG Bank chmbrs, High st, Southamp- 


ton 

FERGUSSON, F W, Queen's Park yd, Lancefield s*, Padding- 
ton, Carrier ‘July 18 atl Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

GARSDEN, JOHN WILLIAM, Blackburn, Biectrical Engineer 
July 18 at1115 Of Ree, Byrom at, Manchester 

Gartron, P, Ashford, Middlx, Peultry Farmer July 17 at 
11 182, York rd, Westminster rd 

—e AVID, Menai bridge, Anglesey, Watchmaker 

17 atlz Crypt chmbrs, Chester 

aay, OHN, Great by nn Saw Mill Proprietor July 17 

at 11 Off Rec, 8t Mary’s chm Great Grimsby 





Gums, Hakry, Long Eaton, Derby, Hairdresser July 1: 
i2 Off Rec, 5 . Victoria bidgs, London rd, De ~ ay 
enim, Priory rd, West Hampstead i ate u 
Baokru st 
Jouns, JoHN THOMAS, Marshfield, Mon, © 


cial Clerk 
July 17 at12 117, 8t Mary at, Cardid 
LEAPMAN, ERNEST, Westbourne = Jeweller July 17 
atl "Bankruptcy bidgs, Care 
MIDDLETON, JosEPH, Great Grimepy, "Fish Merchant July 
ee at 12.15 Of Rec, Castle chmbrs, 6, Vernon st, 


MITCHELL, EDWARD JOHN OATLEY, Bristol, Fishmonger 
July 17 at11.45 Off 26, Baldwia st, Bristol 

MorGaN, JOsePH AvGUSTUS, Clement's inn, Strand, 
Surveyor July 17 at 11 —— bidgs, Carey st 

MYERS, FRANK, Great Grimsby, Grocer July 17 at 12.30 

Off Rec, St Mary's chmbrs, Grims 

NICHOLSON, JAMES, C.eadon, Durham, Agent July 19 at 12 
Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle upon Tyne 

NORMAN, WILLIAM HENRY, Bournemou:d, Oil and Colour 
Merchant July 17 at 2.30 St Peter's (small) Hall, 
Hinton rd, Bournemouth 

O' RourRKR, MICHAKRL, Bury, Lanca, Grocer July 18 at 11 
Off Kec, 19, Exchange st, Boltun 

PARKER, THOMAS, Richmond, Surrey, ee July 19 
atll 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 

PIPER, G SOVTHWELL, Brook green, Hammersmith July 
18 atl Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Porrer, JOHN WILLIAM, Leeds, Grocer July i7at3 Off 
Rec, 24, Boni st, Leeds 

RAMPLING, AMBROSE HuUsTINGS. Lowestoft, Boot Maker 
July 17 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

RIDD«eLL, Capt Groner A, Jermyn st July 18 at 11 
Bankruptcy bigs, Cary st 

ROYLE, THOMA +, Heaton Norris, Lancs, Fruiter r Ju'y 18 
at 12.45 Off Rec, Vastle cumbrs, 6, Vernon st, Stock- 
port 

SANDERS, T he aang om Coleman st July 18 at 12 Bink- 
ruptey bidgs, Carey st 

SKILLMAN, WILLIAM GREEN, Redbourne, aoe, Butcher 
July 17 at 12 Off Rec, 14, Bedford ro 

SLANREY, EDWIN REUBEN, Burton on Trent, Undertaker 
July 18 at 11.30 Off Rec, 5, Victoria bidgs, London rd, 


Derby 

THOMpsOs, ARTHUR, Sherburn in Elmet, Yorks, Builder 
= 22 at 3 Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pi, 

ork 

TOWNSEND, WILLIAM, Bow, Devon, Farmor July 18 at 
11.30 or Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 

TREASURER, WILLIAM HENRY James, Ashford, Ken* 
Tobacconi.t July 17 at 11 Off Rec, 638A, Castle st, 
Canterbury 

WARNER, THOMAS HENRY, Grimsby, Fish Merchant July 
19 at 11.30 Off Rec, 30, Mosiey st, Newcas:le upon 


yne 

WEBSTER, BERNARD, Darlington, Labourer July 17 at 3 
Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

WILLIAMS, WILLIAM, Maidenhead, Oil and Hardware 
Dealer July 17at3 Off Rec, 14, Bedford row 

WILLIs, SAMUEL DUNCAN, yy Cotton Yarn Agent 
July 17at3 Of Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Wrient, WILLIAM DONALDSON, Nottingham, Buihters’ 
Merchant July 17 at 12 on Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park 
st, Notiingham 

YEARSLEY, JoHN THOMAS, Northwich, Chester, Marine 
ove Dealer July 17 at 12 Off Rec, Newcastle under 

yme 











Telephone: 602 Holborn. 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


FOUNDED IN THE REIGN OF WILLIAM & Marr, 1689 


ROBE COURT 
MAKERS. TAILORS, 


DRESS SUITS (Special Materials), 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS 


LEVEB SUITS IN CLOTH @& VELVET. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroners. 
CORPORATION & UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908. 


AUTHORITY. 








BY 


Every requisite under the Above Act supplied on the 
The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use 


SHARE CERTIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved 
printed. OFPICIAL SEALS designed and executed. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO., 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, #c. 
2, SERJEANTS’ INN, FLEET STREET, 
LONDON, E.C. 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 

















